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*from New York has unanimous consent to state 
the purpose of his suggestion. 

Mr. STEVENS. No, sir. 

Several Members. Too late. 

Mr. BINGHAM. 
jt is too late. | objected when the Chair proposed 
the question. 

Mr. OLIN. I hope to make a suggestion which 
will-—— 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The recollection 
of the Chair differs from that of the gentleman; 
but as the gentleman states he made his objection 
in time, the Chair will entertain it. The gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Oxty] is, therefore, not 
jn order. 

The question was taken on Mr. Wapswortn’s 
motion to reconsider; and it was decided in the 
negative—yeas 30, nays 79; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, Cobb, 
Cravens, Dunlap, Grider, Hall, Harding, Holman, Kerri- 
gin, Mallory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Norton, Odell, Pen- 
dieton, Perry, Timothy G. Phelps, Price, Robinson, Shiel, 
Stiles, Vallandigham, Voorhees, Wadsworth, Whaley, 


Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, and Yeaman—30. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Babbitt, Baker, Baxter, 


Beaman, Bingham, Blake, William G. Brown, Buffin- | 


ton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. 


ten, Edwards, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, 
Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Good- 
win, Granger, Harrison, Hickman, Hooper, Hutchins, John- 
son, Julian, Kelley, William Kellogg, Killinger, Lansing, 


Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McKean, MeKuight, McPherson, | 


|| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Will the gentle- 


Moorhead, Anson P. Morrill, Justin S. Morrill, Nixon, Olin, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Riddie, Edward UH. Rollins, 
Sargent, Sedgwick, Shellabarger, Sherman, Sloan, Stevens, 
Stratton, Trimble, Vrowbridge, Van Uorn, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Walker, Wallace, Washburne, Webster, Albert 8. 
White, Wilson, Windom, aud Worcester—79. 


So the vote was not reconsidered. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Speaker, itis a little late. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
cannot speak unless by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HOLMAN, f do not rise for the purpose 
of making a speech, but for the purpose of mov- 
ing that the House do now (nine o’clock, p. m.) 
adjourn. I modify my motion to adjourn by say- 
ing take a recess until twelve o’clock to-morrow. 

The SPEAKER pre tempore. A motion fora 
recess till twelve o’clock to-morrow is equivalent 
to a motion to adjourn, and therefore can only 
be put ag a motion to adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I put it in that shape. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I ask to be excused 
from voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
not entertain that motion. 

Mr. PERRY. I rise to a privileged question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No question of 
privilege can intervene in a motion to adjourn, ex- 
—* be a motion to adjourn to another day. 


The Chair @n- 


Mr. PERRY. That isthe motion I wish to put. || 
I move that when the House adjourns, it adjourn | 


to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. I move to amend by 
inserting Saturday; and on that I demand the yeas 
and nays, and tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; pa Messrs. SHERMAN 
and Auven, of Ohio, were appointed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. om to be excused 
from voting on that question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not entertain that motion, it having been decided 
that on a motion to adjourn, a motion to be ex- 
cused from voting cannot be entertained. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I most respectfully ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
not receive an appeal. The Chair makes his de- 
cision, subject to the censure of the House, but 
cannot receive the appeal. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to a question of order. 
The motion is not simply one to adjourn, but one 
to adjourn to a day certain. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair makes 
the same decision in regard to that. The rule in 
regard to beth is based upon the same principle. 

he House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes six, noes none. 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 


I should like to know how | 
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| 
| 
Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Harrison, Hickman, 
| 
| 
| 
| 
i 
| 
| 


Conkling, Conway, Crisfield, Cutler, Diven, Dann, Edger- | at ter DIGHAM 


|| Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


FRIDAY, JANUARY 30, 1863. 


| . i] : : 
| The question was taken and there were—yeas |! then be entertained: the motion that the House 
| 3, nays 74; as follows: i 


2 


YEAS—Messrs. Biddle, Noble, and Potter—3. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, WilliamJ. Allen, Arnold, Ash- | 


Campbell, Chamberlain, Clements, Colfax, Frederick A. 
Conkling, Roscoe Conkling, Cutler, Davis, Dunn, Edwards, 
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| ley, Babbitt, Baker, Beaman, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, | 


Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, | 


Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, William Kellogg, Kil- 
linger, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, MeKean, 
Mitchell, Moorhead, Anson P. Morrill, Morris, Nixon, Olin, 
Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, Porter, Alexander LL. Rice, Jobn 
H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, 
Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sherman, Smith, Stratton, Francis 


| Thomas, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Horn, Van Wyck, Ver- 


ree, Walker, Wallace, Wasiiburne, Albert 8. White, Wil- 


, son, Windom, and Worcester—74. 


No quorum voting. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The motion to 
adjourn is pending, and that is the only motion 
which can now be put. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
of the House, 

Mr. HICKMAN. 
| acountof the House? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. 


motion to adjourn. 


I call for a count 
Is it not in order to move 


Not during the 


The rule is peremptory. 


obey it. 


| man refitr to the rule? 
I do not recollect 
the number. The rule was read here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The case wasa 
different one from this. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Notatall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 


| cides, according & usage, that amotion to adjourn 


|| cannot be intermitted by a motion fora count of 


the House. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 


I appeal from that 


| decision, and call for the reading of the rule, The 


Speaker decided a moment ago that there must 
be a count. 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The decision of 
the Speaker was that while the main question was 
| Operating a motion that there be acall of the House 
could not be entertained, unless upon a count it 
appeared that no quorum was present. 

Mr.VALLANDIGHAM. I demanded acount 
of the House because upon the roll call which has 
just been completed no quorum appeared. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. ‘The Chair can- 
not entertain the demand pending a motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. There isa rule that 
requires a count of the House. 

fr. ALDRICH. Thatrule does not apply in 
this case. [Lauchter. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, and call for the reading of 
the rule. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
notentertain the appeal while a motion to adjourn 
is pending. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The Chair must 
| entertain the appeal. 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair de- 
clines to entertain the appeal, in accordance with 
| the uniform precedents of the House. 
| Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The Chair will 
| entertain the appeal. [Cries of “ Order!’’ and 
| confusion.) 
| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
| not entertain the appeal. he question is on the 
motion that the House adjourn. 
| 





Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. | insist on my ap- 
peal from the decision of the Chair. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore.. The Chair re- 
fuses to entertain the apeell ie the reason he has 
| before stated, subject to the censure of the House. 
The Chair will state the question. Upon the mo- 
tiow that when the House adjourns, it adjourn to 
meet on Saturday next, made pending a motion 
that the House adjourn, no quorum voted. Un- 
. der the rules of the House, buttwo motions could 





It was donea mo- | 
The actual || 
Speaker recognized it but a few moments ago; | 
and I insist that the Speaker pro tempore shall | 
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adjourn, and the motion that there be a call of the 
House. The motion to adjourn was already pend- 
ing, and the motion that there be acall of the House 
could not, therefore, be entertained, for the reason 
that the motion to adjoury being of higher privi- 
lege, must take precedence. Upon that vote the 


| gentleman from Ohie demands that there be a 


McPherson, | 


| count of the House. The Chair decides that, ac- 


|| cording to the uniform usage, he cannot entertain 
|| the demand and cannot receive an appeal, which 
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he refuses to do, subject to the censure of the 
House. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. The Speaker of 
the House only a few minutes ago decided differ- 
ently. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Speaker re- 
fused to entertain an appeal under similar cireum- 
stances, and the present occupant of the chair 
simply follows his ruling. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I appeal to the 


| records of the House. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
not hold any colloquy with the gentleman from 
Ohio. The pending motion is that made by the 
gentleman from Indiana, that the House adjourn. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I withdraw the motion to 


adjourn. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that there 
be a call of the House, and upon that motion call 
for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. SARGENT. [rise to a question of order. 
T submit that a call of the House is not in order. 
unless the Chair first proceed to count the House 
for the purpose of ascertaining whethera quorum 
is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll call just 
completed discloses the fact that no quorum is 
present. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 37, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Messre.William J. Allen, Ancona, Biddle, Clem 
ents, Cox, Crisfield, Duniap, Grider, Haight, Hall, Harding, 
Holman, Johnson, Willam Kellogg, Kerrigan, Knapp, Mal- 
lory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Norton, Qaell, Pendleton, 
Perry, Price, Robinson, Shiel, Smith, Stiles, Voorhees, 
Webster, Whaley, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, Woodruff, 
and Yeauman—37. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich,William Allen, Arnold, Babbitt, 
Baker, Baxter, Beaman, Bingham, Blake, Wiiliam G. 
Brown, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, 
Frederick A. Conkling, Conway, Cutier, Diven, Dunn, Ed- 
gerton, Eliot, Ety, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas 
A.D. Pessenden, Franchot, Frank. Gooch, Granger, Harri 
son, Hickman, Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, Lansing, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McKean, McPherson, Mitchell, 
Moorhead, Anson P. Morrill, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Olin, 
Timothy G. Phelps, Pike. Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Alex- 
ander HI. Rice, John tl. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, 
Sargent, Sedgwick, Sheffield, Sheliabasger, Sherman, 
Sloan, Stevens, Stratton, Francis Tuomas, Trimble, Trow- 
bridge, Van Horn, Van Wyck, Walker, Wallace, Wash- 
burne, Wheeler, Albert 8. White, Wilson, and Windom 


mili. 
So the House refused to order a call. 


Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to order a 
call; and on that motion ask for the yeas and 
nays. 


Mr. HICKMAN. I move that the House ad- 
journ; and call the yeas and nays upon the motion. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 32, nays 68; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Baily, Biddle, William G. Brown, Clements, Cobb, 
Cox, Crisfield, Dunlap, Dunn, Granger, Grider, Haight, 
Hall, Harding, Holman, Kerrigan, Knapp, Mallory, May- 
nard, Noble, Sheilabarger, Shiel, Stiles, Voorhees Web- 
ster, Whaley, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, and Wood- 
ruff—32. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, Ba- 
ker, Baxter, Beaman, Blake, Buffinton, Chamberiain, 
Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Conway, Cravens, 
Cutler, Diven, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Samuel C. 
Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, Prank. 
Gooch, Goodwin, Harrison, Hickman, Hooper, Huatebins, 
Kelley. Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McKean, Mc- 
Pherson, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Oli::, Perry, Timothy G. 
Phelps, Pike, Pomeroy, Potter, John H. Sice. Biddie. Ed- 
ward I. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, Sherman, Sioan, Fte- 
vens, Stratton, Francis Thomas, Trimble, ‘Trowbridge, Van 
Horn, Van Wyck, Verree, Wadsworth, Walker, Wesh 
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burne, Wheeler, Albert 8. White, Wilson, and Windom 


—tyr 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question recurred upon the motion of Mr. | 


Auten, of Ohio, to reconsider the vote by which 
the House refused to order a call of the a 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, called for the yeas and 
nave upon the motion. 

Mr LOVEJOY asked for tellers on the yeas 
and nays. 

lellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wurre, of 
Indiana, and Crisrigip were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
nyes 28, noes 35. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. 
The tellers counted several gentlemen in the affirm- 
ative after the negative count had taken place. I 
therefore dispute the count of the tellers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order on the ground that 
upon ordering the yeas and nays gentlemen may 
vote up to the very moment the Chair announces 
the result of the count. 

\ir. LOVEJOY. The Speaker, I think, decided 
differently a few moments ago. 

lhe SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair under- 
stands that such is not the fact. 

Mr. HICKMAN. 1 appeal from the decision 
of the Chair. 

Che SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
not entertain the appeal, and will read the rule if 
the gentleman desires it, 

Mr. HICKMAN. I do not like to be cap- 
tious, but I understand the Speaker of the House 
has decided that, when the tellers have reported 
the vote in the affirmative, no further count of that 
side can take place 

Ue SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state that the gentleman is mistaken. The Speaker 
did not make that decision. 

Mr. KNAPP. lLask to be excused from vot- 
ing upon this proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I call the yeasand nays upon 
that proposition. 

Mr. HICKMAN. I rise to a point of order. 
1 submit that that motion is not in order, the 
yeas and nays having been ordered upon this mo- 
ion to reconsider. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will 
state to the gentleman from Illinois that the mo- 


tion to adjourn over being pending, a motion to | 


5 


excuse a member from voting upon an incidental | 


preposition cannot, under the rules, be received. 

Mr. KNAPP. Do I understand that I cannot 
move to be excused ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 

nt, at this time, entertain that proposition. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Lappeal frem the decision of 
the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will, 
in accordance with the decision which has been 
acquiesced in by the House, refuse to entertain 
an appeal. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 25, nays 77; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. Ancona, Biddle, Cox, Dunlap, Dunn, 
Grider, Haight, Hall, Harding, Kerrigan, Knapp, Mallory, 
Maynard, Morris, Norton, Odell, Pendleton, Perry, Stiles, 
V@landigham, Wadsworth, Webster, Whaley, Wickliffe, 
and Woodruff—25. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, Ba- 
ker, Baxter, Beaman, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Camp 
bell, Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, 
Roscee Conkling, Conway, Cutier, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, 
Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, 
Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Harrison, 
Hickman, Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, William Kel- 
logg, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McKean, McPher- 
eon, Miteheli, Moorhead, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Olin, 
Timothy G. Phelps, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Alexander H. 
Rice, Johh H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, 
Sedgwick, Segar, Shanks, Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sloan, 
Stevens, Stratton, Francis Thomas, Trimble, Trowbridge, 
Van Fiorn, Van Wyck, Verree, Walker, Wallace, Wash- 
burne, Albert S. White, Wilson, Windom, and Worces- 
ter—?77. 

So the motion to reconsider was disagreed to. 

During the call of the roll, 

Mr. VOORHEES asked whether he was enti- 
tled to vote, having been in the gallery when his 
name was called. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore replied in the neg- 
ative, 
Mr. VOORHEES said he would vote in the 
nfirmative, if permitted, 
WILLIAM B. SNOWHOOK AND OTHERS. 
Mr GRANGER, from the Committee on En- 


' 
} 
1} 
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rolled Bills, reported that they had examined, and 


|| found truly enrolled, a bill (H. R. No. 487) for 
the relief of William B. Snowhook and others; | 
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| 
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| 
| 





| 
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when the Speaker signed the same. 
NEGRO SOLDIERS—-AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER stated that the question re- | 


curred on the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. ALLEN] to the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, [Mr. Perry,) that when 
the House adjourns it adjourn to meet on Satur- 
day next; no quorum having appeared on the pre- 
vious roll call. 

Mr. HICKMAN. Irise to a question of order. 
The gentleman from Illinois is smoking in the 
Hall. [Laughter.} 


will look again he will find that he ** don’t see it.’? | 


[Renewed laughter.] 
Mr. COX. Of course that point of order ends 
in smoke. ([(Laughter.] 
Mr. ALLEN, of Illinois. I rise to make an in- 
uir 


Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. I object. 





The question was taken, and it was decided in | 
| the negative—yeas 37, nays 71; as follows: 
| YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- | 
| cona, Biddle, Cobb, Cox, Cravens, Dunlap, Grider, Haight, 
| Hall, Harding, Holman, Johnson, Kerrigan, Killinger, 
Knapp, Mallory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Norton, Odell, | 


Pendleton, Price, John H. Rice, Robinson, Shiel, Smith, 
Stiles, Vallandigham, Wadsworth, Webster, Chilton A. 
White, Wickliffe, Woodruff, and Yeaman—37. 


NAYS—Messers. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, Baker, | 
Baxter, Beaman, Bingham, Blake, William G. Brown, || 





Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Colfax, Frederick A. | 


Conkling, Conway, Cutler, Davis, Dunn, Eliot, Ely, Feu- 
ton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, 
Franchot, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Gurley, Harrison, 
Hickman, Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, William Kel- 
logg, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Mitchel!, Moor- 
head, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, Perry, Timothy G. Phelps, 
Pike, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Alexander H. Rice, Riddle, 
Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, Shanks, Sheffield, 
Shellabarger, Sherman, Sloan, Stevens, Trowbridge, Van 
Horn, Van Wyck, Verree, Walker, Wallace, Washburne, 
Albert 8. White, Wilson, Windom, and Worcester—71. 


So the House refused to agree to the amendment. 

The question then recurred on Mr. Perry’s 
motion, that when the House adjourns to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Friday next. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 move that when the 
House adjourns to-day it adjourn to meet Mon- 


| day of week after next. 


he SPEAKER. That is not in order. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 
Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and 


nae 
Mr. S. C. FESSENDEN demanded tellers on 
the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Hutrcuins 
and Maywarp were appointed. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; the tellers hav- 
Ampere more than one fifth in the affirmative. 


he question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 39, nays 68; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Bailey, Biddle, William G. Brown, Clements, Cobb, 
Cox, Crisfield, Dunn, Granger, Grider, Harding, Holman, 
Johnson, William Kellogg, Kerrigan, Killinger, Knapp, 
Mallory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Odell, Pendleton, Price, 
Robinson, Shiel, Stiles, Vallandigham, Voorhees, Wads- 
worth, Webster, Whaley, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, 
Woodruff, and Yeaman—339. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, Baker, 


Baxter, Beaman, Bingham,. Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, | 


Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Con- 
way, Cutler, Davis, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Samuel 
C. Fessendon, Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Gurley, 
Harrison, Hickman, Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Lansing, 
Loomis, Low, McPherson, Mitchell, Moorhead, Justin S. 
Morrill, Nixon, Perry, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, Pomervy, 
Porter, Potter, John H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, 
Sargent, Shanks, Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sherman, Sloan, 
Stevens, Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Wyck, Verree, 
Wallace, Washburne, Albert 8. White, Wilson, Windom, 
and Worcester—68. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Perry’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negative—yeas 
36, nays 7]; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Biddle, Clements, Cobb, Cox, Cravens, Crisfield, 
Dunlap, Grider, Haight, Hall, Harding, Holman, Johnson, 
Kerrigan, Knapp, Mallory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Nor- 
ton, Odell, Pendieton, Perry, Price, Robinson Shiel, Stiles. 
Vallandigham, Voorhees, Webster, Wickliffe, Woodruff, 
and Yeaman—36. 

NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Babbitt, Baker, 
Baxter, Beaman, Bingham, Blake, William G. Brown, 
Buffintona, ns Clark, Coliax, oo A. Conk- 
ling, Conway. vis, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Fenton, Sam- 
uel C, Possenden, Thomas A.D. accede Franchot, 


a 








| 


Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Gurley, Harrison, Hick- 
man, Hooper, Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, Lansing, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Mitchell, Moorhead, Justin 8, 
Morrill, Nixon, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, Pomeroy, Por- 
ter. Potter, John H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, Sar- 
gent, Shanks, Sheffield, Shetlabarger, Sherman, Sloan, 
Stevens, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Horn, Van Wyck, 
Verree, Wadsworth, Wallace, Washburne, Albert S. White, 
Wilson, Windom, and Worcester—71. 


So the House refused to adjourn over till Fri- 
day next. 

Mr. WADSWORTH moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and 
; hays. 
he yeas and nays were ordered. 


|| Mr. F.A. CONKLING moved that the mo- 
Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. If the gentleman |! 


tion to reconsider be laid upon the table. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. ; 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 72, nays 17; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Ashley, Babbitt, Baker, Baxter, 
Beaman, Bingham, Blake, William G. Brown, Buffinton, 
Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Cox, 
Cutler, Davis, Dann, Edgerton, Eliot, Samuel C. Fessen- 
den, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, Frank, Gooch, 
Goodwin, Granger, Grider, Gurley, Hall, Harrison, Hooper, 
Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, William Kellogg, Knapp, Loomis, 
Lovejoy, Low, Mallory, Maynard, Mitchell , Morris, Nixon, 
Noble, Olin, Perry, Pike, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Alexan- 
der H. Rice, Riddle, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Shanks, 
Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sherman, Sloan, Stevens, Trimble, 
Trowbridge, Van Horn, Washburne, Webster, Albert 8. 
White, Chilton A. White, Wilson, Windom, and Worces- 
ter—72. 

NAYS—Messrs. William Allen, Ancona, Biddle, Cobb, 
Dunlap, Fenton, Harding, Holman, Kerrigan, Norton, Tim- 
othy G. Phelps, Robinson, Shiel, Stiles, Wadsworth, Wood- 
ruff, and Yeaman—17. 

No quorum voted. 

During the vote, 

Mr. CAMPBELL, not being within the bar 
when his name was called, asked leave to vote. 

Mr. WADSWORTH objected. : 

Mr. CAMPBELL would have voted in the 
affirmative. 

The vote was then announced asabove recorded. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is there a quorum ? 

The SPEAKER. No quorum voted. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Isa motion for a call of the 
House in order? : 

The SPEAKER. A rule was passed during 
the last Congress, in reference to which old mem- 
bers seem to have a misapprehension. The Clerk 
will read a clause of rule 132. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

‘4 cull of the House shall not be in order after the pre- 
vious question is seconded, unless it shall appear, upon an 
actual count by the Speaker, that no quorum is present.” 

The SPEAKER. That was adopted March 
16, 1860. Previous to that time a call of the House 
wag allowable at any time, except on a motion to 
adjourn. ' 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Let me make an inquiry. 
Is a motion to go into secret session in order asa 
privileged question? I ask that the 137th rule be 
read. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

137. Whenever confidential communications are re- 
ceived from the President of the United States, the House 
shall be cleared of all persons, except the members, Clerk, 
Sergeant-at-Arms, and Doorkeeper, and so continue during 
the reading of such communications, and (unless otherwise 
directed by the House) during all debates and proceedings 
to be had thereon. And when the Speaker, or any other 
member, shall inform the House that he has communica- 
tions to make which he conceives onght to be kept secret, 
the House shall, in like manner, be cleared till the commu 
nication be made; the House shall then determine whether 


the matter communicated requires secrecy or not, and take 
order accordingly.”’ 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman state that 
he has a secret and confidential communication to 
make to the House? 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Would it bea privileged 
question? 

TheSPEAKER. It would be ifaquorum were 

resent. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Then I will wait until we 
get a quorum. 

Mr. BINGHAM moved that the House de now 
adjourn. 

r. ALLEN, of Illinois, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. Sainte 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 23, nays 65; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, Baily, Biddle, William 
| G, Brown, Clements, Cobb, Cox, Crisfield, Dunlap, Dun», 
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Granger, Grider, Holman, William Kellogg, Mallory, May- 


nard. Morris, Odell, Pendleton, Shiel, Stiles, Webster, and | 


Whaley—23 


NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Baker, Bea- | 


man, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, 
Clark, Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conkling, 


Conway, Cutler, Davis, Diven, Edgerton, Eliot, Fenton, | 


Samuel (. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, 
Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Harrison, Hickman, Hooper, 
Hutebins, Julian, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, Me- 


Pherson, Mitchell, Moorhead, Nixon, Noble, Timothy G. | 
Hi. Rice, Rid- | 


Phelps, Pike, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, John 
die. Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, Sheffield, Shel- 
Iabarger, Sherman, Sloan, Stevens, Trowbridge, Van Horn, 
Van Wyck, Verree, Walker, Wallace, Washburne, Wil- 
sou, and Windom—65. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
The SPEAKER. The question recurs upon 
the motion to lay upon the table the motion to re- 


consider the vote by which the motion of the gen- | 


tleman from New Jerse 
which no quorum voted. 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. [object toany busi- 


ness out of order, until a quorum is present. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 


was voted down; upon 


I would propose a compromise. [Laughter.] 
The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order. 


Mr. COX. Would it be in order to move that | 


the House take a recess? 
The SPEAKER. It would not. 
Mr. LOVEJOY. 
the House. 


the rule read three times upon the subject of a call 
of the House. 


the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has not made any 
decision. {Laughter.] The Chair only stated 
that he had had the rule upon this point read three 
times to-night. 


Mr. COX. Will the Chair state what we have | 


todo next? [Laughter.] 


Mr. BIDDLE. Would it be in order now to | 
move that the House go into the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union upon the bill for | 
discharging breech loading speeches? [Laughter; | 


and ‘* Order !’? ** Order !’’] 


Mr. COLFAX. Would it be in order, by | 


unanimous consent, for the gentleman from New 


York (Mr. Roscoe Conkuine] to make a speech | 
(Laughter; and cries of | 


upon the bankrupt law? 
** Acreed !’’ ** Agreed !’’ 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I understand 
there is a gentleman present who sings the Mar- 
seilles Hymn with great eloquence. ould that 
be in order? 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has never found 


anything in the rules upon the subject of music. | 


[Renewed laughter. ] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it be in order to 
move that gentlemen be seated? 

The SPEAKER. The rules require that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
inquiry of the Chair. Do I understand the Chair 
to say that it is not in order to move a call of the 
House when no quorum is present? 


TheSPEAKER. The Chair stated that he had | 


the rule read three times. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Am I to understand from 
that that the game is blocked? ([Laughter.] 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I demand a count to see 
whether a quorum is present. 

TheSPEAKER. The rules require that when- 


ever a member requires it, the Chair shall count | 


the House to see whether a quorum is present. 


If no quorum then appears to be present, a motion | 


for a call of the House will be in order. 

The House was counted; and 

The SPEAKER said: One hundred members 
are present. The question recurs upon the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table the motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the House refused to adjourn 
over until Friday next. 

Mr. HOLMAN. 
A suggestion was made that some remarks should 


be presented upon the bankrupt bill, and no ob- | 


jection was made. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair does not see the 


gentleman’s point of order. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Then I make another point. 
Would it be in order to have a few remarks upon 
the Red River of the North? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. No remarks are in order, | 
except by unanimous consent. 
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If the chairman of the | 
Committee of Ways and Means was in his seat, | 


} 
i 
; 
} 
I move that there be a call of \| gent, Sedgwick, Shanks, Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sherman, 
|| Sloan, Stevens, Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Horn, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair has already had |! 


I would like to make one || 


I rise to a question of order. | 


Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a point of order. | 
understand the Chair to say that the question now 
is upon the motion of the gentleman from New 
Jersey. That motion has been voted''on and 


the court understand herself, and she think she 
do.’’ [Renewed laughter. ] 

The SPEAKER, The question is on the mo- 
tion to lay upon the table the motion to recon- 


man from New Jersey was rejected. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I am not mistaken, we 
have voted on that two or three times, and voted 
it down. 

The SPEAKER. Upon the motion to lay upon 
the table the motion to reconsider, the yeas and 
nays have been ordered. 

The question was then taken; and it was de- 
cided in the affirmative—yeas 69, nays 6; as fol- 
lows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Baker, Beaman, Bid 
| dle, Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Clark, Col- 
fax, Frederick A. Corfkling, Roscoe Conkling, Conway, 
Cravens, Cutler, Davis, Diven, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Fen- 
ton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, 
Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Granger, Gurley, Harrison, Hol 


| Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Mitchell, 
| Anson P. Morrill, Nixon, Olin, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, 
| Pomeroy, Potter, John H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Sar- 


Van Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Washburne, Wilson, and 
|| Windom—69. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Ashley, Baxter, Bingham, Grider, Ju- 


|) lian, and Sinith—6. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. There was no quorum voting. | 


|| So the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I appeal from the decision of || 


Mr. FENTON. 1 ask the unanimous consent 
of the House to make a suggestion. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Of course we have 
; no objection if we have the right to reply. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Maine. 
reply. 

Mr. STEVENS. 
the House. 

The SPEAKER counted the House, and an- 
nounced eighty members present. 

Mr. STEVENS. I move that there be a call 
of the House. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 

The SPEAKER. 


present upon a count. 


Is that in order? 
It is, as no quorum was 


|| the following members failed to answer to their 
|| names: 


George H. Browne, Burnham, Calvert, Casey, Corning, Co- 
| vode, Crisfield, Crittenden, Dawes, Delano, Delaplaine, 
|| Duell, Ely, English, Fisher, Fouke, Hale, Hickman, Hol- 
| man, Horton, Francis W. Kellogg, Law, Lazear, Leary, 
Lehman, McKean, McKnight, Marston, May, Maynard, 
Menzies, Noell, Nugen, Olin, Patton, John 8. Phelps, 
|| Pomeroy, Alexander H. Rice, Richardson, James 8. Rollins, 


jamin F. Thomas, Francis Thomas, Train, Vandever, Van 
Valkenburgh, Vibbard, Walker, Wall, Walton, Ward, 
| Wheeler, Wood, and Wright. 

The SPEAKER. 
tees for excuses, the names of those who have 
once been excused to-day will not be called, as 
they will be considered as excused for the day. 


for excuses, as follows: 

Evian Bassitr. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. Mr. Bassitr has been 
here during most of the evening, but he com- 
plained of indisposition all the time he was here. 
He remained as long as he was able. I move that 
he be excused. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Upon that motion I de- 
mand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 


the affirmative—yeas 89, nays 9; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, Arnold, Ashley, Baily, 


G. Brown, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Clements, 


Cox, Cravens, Dunlap, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Fenton, 
Samuel C.Fessenden, Franchot, Frank, Goodwin, Granger, 
Grider, Gurley, Haight, Hall, Harrison, Holman, Hooper, 
Hutchins, Johnson, Julian, William Kellogz, Kerrigan, 


Mitchell, Moorliead, Anson P. Morrill, Morris, Nixon, No- 
bie, Norton, Odell, Pendleton, Perry, Timothy G. Phelps 
Pike, Pomeroy, Potter, John H. Rice, Robinson, Edward 
H. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, Shanks, Sheffield, Shellia- 
barger, Sherman, Sloan, Smith, Stevens, Stiles, Trow- 
bridge, Van Horn, Van Wyck, Verree, Voorhees, Wads- 
worth, Wallace, Washburne, Whaley, Wickliffe, Wilson, 
ii Windom, and Woodruff—89. 


Segar, Spaulding, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Ben- | 


'} 


In calling the list of absen- | 


BE. 





decided here three times to-night, [laughter,] ** if || 


man, Hooper, Hutchins, Johnson, Kelley, William Kellogg, | \, 


I object to any | 


I ask the Speaker to count | 


The roll of the House was then called, when 


Messrs. Alley, Babbitt, Jacob B. Blair, Samuel S. Blair, | 


The names of the absentees were then called 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


Baker, Baxter, Beaman, Biddle, Bingham, Blake, William | 


Cobb, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conkling, Conway, | 


Knapp, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, McPherson, Mallory, | 
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NAYS—Meesers. Aldrich, Ancona, Colfax, Cutler, Davis, 
Thomas A. D, Fessenden, Kelley, Low, and Price—9, 


So Mr. Babbitt was excused. 
Cuarces B. Carverr. 
Samvuet L. Casey. No excuse offered. 

Joun Covone. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Crisrietp. 

Mr. MALLORY. lam requested to state that 


No excuse offered. 


! | Mr. Crisrieco is paired off with Mr. Ruppre, of 
sider the vote by which the motion of the gentle- || 


Ohio. 

Henry L. Dawes. Noexcuse offered. 

Isaac C. Detapiaine. No excuse offered. 

Arrep Evy. No excuse offered. 

Georce P. Fisner. No excuse offered. 

Puiuip B. Fouxe. 

Mr. KNAPP. I move that Mr. Fouxe be ex- 
cused, as we all know he is necessarily absent. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. I move to reconsider 
the vote by which the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania (Mr. Bassirt] was excused; and upon that 
I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. ANCONA. J move to lay the motion to 
reconsider on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. 
the yeas and nays. 

Mr. GRANGER, 
yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wapsworth 
| and Pike were appointed, 
| The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes four, noes none, 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was put; and it was decided in the 
aflirmative—yeas 79, nays 12; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, Ancona, Arnold, Ash- 
ley, Baker, Beaman, Biddle, Bingham, Blake, William G. 
Brown, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, Clark, Colfax, 
| Frederick A Conkling, Cox, Cutler, Davis, Duninp, Dunn, 
Eliot, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden,Thomas A. D. Fessen- 
den, Frank, Gooch, Granger, Grider, Haight, Hall; Harri- 
| son, Holman, Hooper, Hutchins, Johnson, Kelley, Kerrigan, 
Knapp, Loomis, Low, McPherson, Mitchell, Moorhead, 
Anson P. Morrill, Justin 8. Morrill, Morris, Nixon, Nobile, 
Norton, Odell, Pendleton, Perry, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, 

Potter, John H. Rice, Robinson, Edward H. Rollins, Sar- 
| gent, Sheffield, Shellabarger, Sherman, Shiel, Sivan, Ste- 
| vens, Stiles, Trowbridge, Vallandigham, VanWyck,Wads- 
worth, Wallace, Washburne, Whaley, Albert 8. White, 
| Wickliffe, Wilson, Windom, and Woodruff—79. 

NAYS—Messtrs. Aldrich, Roscoe Conkling, Edgerton, 
Gurley, Julian, Lansing, Pomeroy, Sedgwick, Shanks, Van 
Horn, Verree, and Worcester—12. 

So the motion to reconsider was laid on the 
table. 

The question recurred on the motion to excuse 
Mr. Fovke. 

Mr. KNAPP demanded the yeas and na 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire, cal 
tellers on the yeas and nays. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Wuire, of 
Indiana, and Trowsrivce were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes two, noes none. 

So the yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PENDLETON. ILask to be excused from 
voting upon this question. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair cannot entertain 
that motion, and the Chair desires to call the at- 
tention of gentlemen to a precedent which oc- 
curred in the Thirty-Fifth Congress. It will be 
found in the Globe of the Thirty-Fifth Congress, 
first session, part 1, on page 600: 

“Mr. Kerr. 


Upon that I demand 


I call for tellers upon the 





ted for 


I ask to be excused froin voting on the 


| 
| 
motion to lay the appeal upon the table. 


“The Speaker. The Chair thinks that the proposition 
of the gentleman from South Carolina is hardly in order, as 
it involves the very point on which the appeal is taken.’”’ 


The appeal was on excusing a member. The 
Chair decides that the motion 1s not in order. 
Mr. HOLMAN. [I rise to a point of order. I 
understand that the Chair is quoting the decision 
of Mr. Orr, of South Carolina, who is now in re- 
| bellion against the authority of this Government. 
os 
| The SPEAKER. He was the political friend 
of the gentleman, and ought to be good authority 
| with him. ([Laughter.] 
|| ‘The question was then taken on Mr. Fovxe’s 
motion; and it was decided in the negatfve—yeas 
31, nays 53; as follows: 
YEAS—Messers. William Allen, Ancona, Bally, William 
| G. Brown, Buffinton, Clements, Cobb, Cox, Cravens, Dun 
|| lap, Dunn, Granger, Grider, Gurley, Haight, Johnson, Kor 
rigan, Nixon, Norton, Odell, Pendleton, Sedgwick, Stilws, 
| Vallandigham, Van Horn, Van Wyck, Voorhees, Whar y, 
Woodruff, Worcester, and Yeaman—3l. 
| NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Ashley, Baker, Baxter, Bea- 
| man, Bingham, Blake, Campbell, Chamberlain, Colfax, 
Roscoe Conaling, Conway, Cutler, D 


avis, Diven, Edgerton, 
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Eliot, Fenton, Thomas A, D. Fessenden, Frank, Gooch, 
Harrison, Hooper, Hotchins, Julian, Kelley, Knapp, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, MePherson, Mallory, Moorhead, 


Anvon P. Morrill, Justin 8. Morrill, Timothy G. Pheips, || 


Pomeroy, Potter, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Sheffield, 
Siellabarger, Sherman, Stevens, Stratton, Trimble, Trow- 
bridge, Wadsworth, Wallace,Washburne, Aibert 8.White, 
Wilson, and Windom—5S3. 


So the House refused to excuse Mr. Fovxe. 


Mr. KNAPP. I move to reconsider the vote || 


by which the House has just refused to excuse 
my colleague, (Mr, Fouxe.) 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Is a motion to 
adjourn in order? 

The SPEAKER. It is. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I think we have 
sufficiently vindicated our pluck on both sides. 
{Cries of ** Order!’’ 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I move that the 
House do now adjourn. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. I demand the yeas and 


nays on that motion. 


Mr. SARGENT, | I call for tellers on the yeas 


and nays. 
Tellers were ordered. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I withdraw the || 


motion to adjourn, 


The question recurred on Mr. Kwapp’s motion. | 
Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio, demanded the yeas and | 


nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and it was decided in | 


the negative—yeas 36, nays 54; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, Ancona, Baily, William 


G. Brown, Cox, Diven, Dunlap, Dunn, Granger, Grider, | 


Haight, Holman, Johnson, William Kellogg, Kerrigan, 
Killinger, Knapp, Mallory, Morris, Noble, Norton, Odell, 
Pendleton, John H. Rice, Shiel, Smith, Stiles, Vallandig- 


ham, Van Wyck, Verree, Wadsworth, Whaley, Chilton A. || 


White, Wickliffe, Woodruff, and Yeaman—36. 
NAYS—Mezssrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Baker, Baxter, Bea- 


man, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, | 


Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Conway, Cutler, Davis, Ed- 
gerton, Eliot, Fenton, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, 
Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Harrison, Hooper, Hutchins, 


Julian, Kelley, Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Mitchell, | 


Moorhead, Justin S. Morrill, Nixon, Perry, Timothy G. 
Phelps, Pomeroy, Potter. John H. Rice, Edward H. Rol- 
lins, Sargent, Sheffield, Sheliabarger, Sherman, Stevens, 


Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Horn, Albert 8. || 


White, Wilson, Windom, and Worcester—i4. 
So the motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. FENTON. Iagainask the consent of the | 


House to make a suggestion. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. If object, Mr. Speaker. 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Iasktheconsent | 


of the House to ask a question. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I object to any debate out of | 


order. 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Ido not propose | 


debate, but merely to make an inguiry. 


The SPEAKER. If there is no‘objection the | 


gentleman will be heard. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 


The SPEAKER. Then the Clerk will proceed | 


with the call of the absentees for excuses. 

James P. Hate. No excuse offered. 

Joun Hiceman. No excuse offered. 

Wiritiam T.Hotman. No excuse offered. 

Varentine B. Horron. No excuse offered. 

Wrruiam E. Lenman. Noexcuse offered. 

W.D. Mcinpox. No excuse offered. 

James B. McKean. No excuse offered. 

Ronertr McKwient. No excuse offered. 

Henry Mayr. No excuse offered. 

Herace Maynarp. No excuse offered. 

Joun W.Noerzt. No excuse offered. 

Asranam B. Orr. No excuse offered. 

Avexanper H. Rice. No excuse offered. 

WiiuiaM A. RicHarpson. 

Mr. KNAPP. I move that my colleague, Mr. 
Ricuarpson, be excused on account of his ne- 
cessary absence at home. . 

The motion was agreed to. 


Amasa WALKER. 

Mr. BUFFINTON. I desire to state that my 
colleague, Mr. Waxaen, is paired off with Mr. 
Tuomas, of Maryland. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I raise the point of order 
that the fact of one member having paired off with 
another does not excuse him. 

The SPEAKER. No member is excused ex- 
cept by a voteof the House. A simple statement 
does not excuse him. 

E.uan Warp. No excuse offered. 

Wuuasm A. Waeeces. 


Mr. FRANCHOT. I ask that my colleague, || 


| 
and Worcester—59. 
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Mr. Wuee ter, be excused on account of sick- 


ness. 


Mr. KNAPP. On that motion I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRANCHOT. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BLAKE. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

Mr. ALLEN, of Ohio. On that I call for the 
yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to a question of priv- 
ilege. I wish to know if the morning hour has 
expired? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour has just 
begun. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If-so, I call for the regular 
|| order of business. [Laughter.]~ 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 45, nays 38; as follows: 
||  YWEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Baily, Baker, Baxter, Beaman, 
Bingham, Blake, William G. Brown, Chamberlain, Colfax, 
Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conkling, Cutler, Dunn, 
Edgerton, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Franchot, Gurley, 
|| Haight, Harrison, Hooper, Hutchins, Johnson, Julian, Kil 
| linger, Knapp, Lansing, Moorhead, Noble, Norton, Odell, 
Price, Edward H. Rollins, Shanks, Sheffield, Shellabarger, 
Trimble, Van Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Wickliffe, Win- 
dom, Woodryff, and Worcester—45. 

NAYS—Messrs. William Allen, Ashley, Buffinton,Camp- 
bell, Cox, Cravens, Diven, Dunlap, Eliot, Thomas A. D. 
|| Fessenden, Frank, Gooch, Granger, Grider, Holman, Kerri- 
{| gan, Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Mailory, Justin 8. Morrill, 
Morris, Pendleton, Timothy G. Phelps, Pomeroy, Potter, 
John H. Rice, Sargent, Sedgwick, Sherman, Stiles, Strat- 
;| ton, Trowbridge, Van Horn, Wadsworth, Albert S. White, 
| Chilton A. White, and Wilson—38. 


So all further proceedings under the call were 
| dispensed with; and the doors of the Hall were 
_ reopened. 

Mr. STEVENS. If there be no objection, I 
will make a suggestion. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I object. 

Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois, (attwenty minutes 
| pastone,a.m.) I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Lhope the motion 
will prevail. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 
|| The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 44, nays 57; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. William Allen, Ancona, Ashley, Baily, 
Biddle, William G. Brown, Clements, Cobb, Roscoe Conk- 
ling, Cox, Cravens, Dunlap, Dunn, Granger, Grider, Haight, 


Hail, Harding, Johnson, William Kellogg, Kerrigan, Knapp, 
Maliory, Maynard, Morris, Noble, Norton, Odell, Pendle- 


jandigham, Voorhees, Webster, Whaley, Chilton A.White, 
|| Wickliffe, Woodruff, Worcester, and Yeaman—44. 
NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Baker, Baxter, Bea- 
|} man, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, 
Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Cutler, Davis, Diven, Edg- 
erton, Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas 


'| Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, 


McPherson, Mitchell, Moorhead, Justin 8. Morrill, Nixon, 
| Timothy G. Phelps, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, Edward H. 
‘| Rollins, Sargent, Shanks, Shellabarger, Sherman, Stevens, 
Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, Van Wyck, Verree, Wads- 
worth, Wallace, Albert 8S. White,* Wilson, afd Win- 
dom—57. 


} 
| 
} 
| 
i So the House refused to adjourn. 
j 
| 
| 


The question recurred on Mr. F. A. Conx- 
LinG’s motion to lay on the table the motion to 
reconsider the vote by which the House refused 

| to adjourn over to Friday, on which the yeas and 
| nays had been ordered. * 

‘| Mr. F.A.CONKLING. I withdraw the mo- 
‘| tion to lay on the table. 


| on the table. 

Mr. HOLMAN. [I call for the yeas and nays 
| on that. 
| The yeas and nays were ordered. 
| The question was taken; and there were—yeas 
59, nays 4; as follows: 


i| YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Ashley, Baker, Baxter, 
|, Beaman, Bingham, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberiain, 
|| Colfax, Frederick A. Conkling, Cutler, Davis, Diven, 
oreo Eliot, Ely, Fenton, Samuel C. Fessenden, 
Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Gran- 
} , Harrison, Hooper, Hutchins, Kelley, Knapp, Loomis, 
w, Maynard, Anson P. Morrill, Odell, Pendleton, Perry, 
Tusethy G. Pheips, Porter, Potter, Price, John H. Rice, 
| Ed H. Rollins, Sargent, Sedgwick, Sheffield, Sheila- 
barger, Sherman, Stevens, Stratton, Trimble, Trowbridge, 

Van Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Albert 3. White, Wilson, 


NAYS—Messrs. ‘Clements, Holman, McPherson, and 
Moorhead—4. 


No quorum voting. 


ton, Perry, Price, Robinson, Sheffield, Smith, Stiles, Val- | 


A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, Frank, Harrison, Hooper, | 


Mr. BINGHAM. I renew the motion to lay | 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I move that there 
be a call of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, (Mr. Cotrax in 
the chair.) ‘That motion cannot be made unless 
there be first a count showing that there is no quo- 
rum present. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I ask that there 
be a count of the House. 

On this demand being made there was a precip- 
itate retreat of members on the Democratic side of 
the House to the cloak room; which caused much 
laughter on the floor. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore announced as the 
result of the count, that there were but seventy- 
three members present. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I move that there 
be a call of the House. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The roll was called, and the following members 
failed to answer to their names: 

Messrs. Alley, Babbitt, Jacob B. Blair, Samuel 8. Blair, 
George fl. Browne, William G. Brown, Burnham, Calvert, 
Casey, Clark, Conway, Corning, Covode, Crisfield, Crit- 
tenden, Dawes, Delano, Delaplaine, Duell, Edwards, Eng- 
lish, Fisher, Fouke, Gurley, Hale, Hickman, Horton, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, Law, Lazear, Leary, Leh- 
man, McKnight, Marston, May, Menzies, Noell, Nugen, 
Olin, Patton, Join 8. Phelps, Alexander H. Rice, Richard- 
son, James 8. Rollins, Spaulding, John B. Steele, William 
G. Steele, Benjamin F. Thomas, Francis Thoinas, Train, 
Vandever, Van Valkenburgh, Vibbard, Walker, Wall, 
Walton, Ward, Wheeler, Wood, and Wright. 

One hundred and fourteen members answered 
to their names. 

The doors were ordered to be closed; and the 
names of absentees to be called for excuses. 

Mr. SARGENT. I move that al! further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 
|| Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Is that motion 

debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. PERRY. Icall for the yeas and nays on 
the motion. 

Mr. SARGENT. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I raise the point of order 
that those who were excused yesterday should 
be called to-day. This is the beginning of the 

new day. a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. This is the same 
legislative day. 
he absentees were then called for excuses, as 
follows: 
Wiiiiam G. Brown. No excuse offered. 
Aurrep A. Burnuam. No excuse offered. 
|| CnHarves B. Catverr. No excuse offered. 
Samvet L. Casey. No excuse offered. 
|| Ambrose W. Crark. 
| Mr. SHERMAN. My colleague, Mr. Crarg, 


——— 
———— 





has gone home sick, and my other colleague, Mr. 
LansinG, has gone to take him home. I move 
|| that Mr. Citar be excused. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Martin F. Conway. No excuse offered. 
| Joun Covope. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Crisrietp. No €xcuse offered. 

Henry L. Dawes. No excuse offered. 

Isaac Detaptaine. No excuse offered. 

Tuomas M. Epwarps. 

Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. My col- 
league has gone home, I believe, sick. [Laugh- 
ter.] I move that he be excused. 

he motion was not agreed to. 


| Mr. HOLMAN. Mr. Epwarps is a somewhat 
| old man to be here all night. I move to recon- 
|| sider the vote by which the House refused to ex- 
|; cuse him. 

|| Mr. ROLLINS, of New Hampshire. I with- 
draw my application to have him excused. 
| 


| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


Georce P. Fisner. No excuse offered. 
Puuip B. Fouxe. No excuse offered. 
| Joun A. Guruer. No excuse offered. 

James T. Hare. No excuse offered. 

Joun Hickman. No excuse offered. 

Varentine B. Horton. 

Mr. MORRILL, of Vermont. Umove that Mr. 
Horton be excused on the ground of geners! 
good conduct. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Oh, no; I object to general 

od conduct being an excuse in this House. 

Laughter.]} 
The motion was not agreed to. 


Joun W. Kurumeerr. No excuse offered. 

Wits E. Lawsine. No excuse offered. 
Jesse Lazear. No excuse offered. 

| Corwenive L. L. Leary. No excuse offered. 
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Wut E. Lesman. No excuse offered. 
Rosert McKwicut. No excuse offered. 
Henry May. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Norrr. No excuse offered. 

Asranam B. Our. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I move that my 
colleague be excused, as I do not think his excuse 
is very good; and if debate is in order upon the 
motion, | desire to say a very few words upon it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
has the right briefly to state the grounds of ex- 


cuse. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Mr. Oxty,I be- 
lieve, isin very good health, and left this House 
some two, three, or four hours ago—I am a little 
altogethery [laughter] about the exact time. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I raise the point of order that 
the gentleman from New York should state the 
time specifically. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I am surprised 
that so good a criminal lawyer as the gentleman 
from Indiana should make such a remark, know- 
ing as he does that time is entirely immaterial. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I did not know there was 
any criminal in the case. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Nonethat I am 
aware of, unless the gentleman excepts himself, 
and he knows that time is immaterial. Now, l 
think my colleague, Mr. Oxin, ought to be ex- 
cused, and I state asa reason that the extent of his 
remissness depends to a great extent upon the rea- 
son for which he left this Hall, and as he is not 
present to state it for himself, I propose to state 
precisely why he did leave the House, for if he left 
because he did not care what was going on in the 
House tifat will enter into the validity of the ex- 
cuse. Now [ state that before Mr. Our left the 


House he was engaged in searching the records of | 


the last session for two statutes passed in 1862. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to a question of order. | 


The statutes to which the gentleman is referring 
have nothing to do with excusing his colleague. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. Let me under- 
stand the precise length and breadth of that point, 
for it seems to me to be drawn very fine. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
from Ohio raised the point of order that the stat- 


utes cited by the gentleman had nothing to do | 
with excusing the gentleman’s colleague, and the | 


Chair sustained the point of order. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I have cited no 
statutes. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman proposed to 
cite statutes. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I rise to another point of 
order, that Mr. Oty is now in the Hall, and can 
settle this question for himself, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The gentleman is mistaken. 
The gentleman from New York is not in the Hall; 
he isinahorn. (Laughter.] 

Mr. HOLMAN. I say that my point of order 
is that the gentleman from New York, [Mr. On, } 
of whom his colleague [Mr. Roscoe Conxiinc] 
was speaking so well, so eloquently, with such 
unusual ability, is now sitting behind him. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the question of order. The gentleman from 
New York is recognized by the records of the 
House as absent. The Clerk will proceed with 
the call of the roll, 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. [I rise toa ques- 
tion of order. My question of order is that I was 
recognized by the Chair, and was proceeding to 
state the excuse I submitted for my colleague Mr. 
Ouix, when the Chair directs the Clerk to proceed 
with the call of the roll. May Lask whether the 
Chair decides that my colleague is present. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the point 
of order raised by the gentleman from Ohio, (Mr. 
Bincuam,] the Chair decided the gentleman to be 
out of order, and, by the rules of the House, there- 
fore, he could not be said to be upon the floor. 
The gentleman had the right only to make a brief 
ie Jide statement of the excuse he proposed to 
make, . 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. That is what I 
was proceeding to do. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
not hold a controversy with the gentleman from 
New York. He has decided the gentleman to be 
out of order. 


Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I must respect- 
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fully, with great reluctance, take an appeal from 
the decision of the Chair. 
Mr. WHITE, of Indiana. 
appeal on the table. 
The question was put; and, upon a division, 
there were—ayes 49, noes 43. 


I move to lay the 


Mr. PENDLETON called for the yeas and | 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeus 61, nays 38; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Baker, Baxter, Bea- | 


man, Bingham, Blake, Buffinton, Campbell, Chamberlain, 


Conway, Cutler, Davis, Dunn, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, Fen- | 


ton, Samuel C. Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden. Fran 
chot, Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Granger, Harrison, Hooper, 
Hutchins, Julian, Kelley, William Kellogg, Lansing, 
Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, McPherson, Moorhead, Auson P. 
Morrill, Nixon, Patton, Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, Pome- 
roy, Porter, Pow Price, John (1. Rice, Edward H. Rol 
lins, Sargent, Shellabarger. Sherman, Sloan, 
Stratton, Trowbridge, Van Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Wash- 
burne, Albert 8. White, Wilson, and Windoum—6l. 

NAYS—Messrs. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Biddle, Cobb, Frederick A. Conkling, Roscoe Conk- 
ling, Cravens, Diven, Dunlap, Grider, Hall, Harding, Hol- 
man, Johuson, Kerrigan, Knapp, Mallory, Maynard, Mit- 
chell, Morris, Norton, Odell, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Rob- 
inson, Segar, Shanks, Sheffield, Shiel, Smith, Stiles, Voor- 
hees, Webster, Chilton A. White, Wickliffe, and Yeaman 
—38. 

So the Te was laid on the table. 

Mr. POMEROY. Inasmuch as my colleague 
{Mr. Ox1n] has just voted on a motion growing 
out of a proposition to excuse him for absence, | 
move that a committee be appointed to ascertain 


whether he is present or not. [{Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s | 


motion is not in order. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. 
debatable? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not. 

Francis Tuomas. No excuse offered. 

Cuauncey Vissparp. No excuse offered. 

Amasa Wacker. No excuse offered. 

Exvisan Warp. No excuse offered. 

Bensamin Woop. No excuse offered. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. There is a quo- 
rum present. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I move that the Sergeant-at- 
Arms be empowered to arrest and bring to the bar 
of the House the members who are absent and 
not excused. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. 
motion be laid upon the table. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
at-Arms is absent. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Then I move that the clerk 
of the Sergeant-at-Arms be authorized as a special 
messenger of the House to arrest and bring to the 
bar of the House the members absent without its 
leave; and on that motion I demand the previous 
question, 

Mr. JOHNSON. I make the point of order that 
there is no such officer known to this House as the 
clerk of the Sergeant-at-Arms. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. He thinks that that of- 
ficer is known to the pay roll of the House and the 
appropriation bill. ‘The Clerk will read the 36th 
rule, which covers the case. 

The Clerk read, as follows: 

«36. Upon the call of the House, the namesof the mem- 
bers shall be catled over by the Clerk, and the absentees 
noted; after which the names of the absentees shall again 
be called over; the doors shall then be shut,-and those for 
whom no excuse or insufficient excuses are made may, by 
order of those present, if fifteen in number, be taken into 
custody as they appear, or may be sent for and takeu into 
custody, wherever to be found, by special messengers to be 
appointed for that purpose.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. 
question be taken on my motion to lay upon the 
table the resolution offered by the gentleman from 
Illinois. 


Mr. Roscoe Conxiine’s motion was disagreed 


Is that question 


I move that that 


The Sergeant- 


to. 
Mr. PERRY moved that the House do now ad- 
journ, and on that motion demanded the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yens 36, nays 61; as follows: 

YEAS—Mesers. William Allen, William J. Allen, An- 
cona, Baily, Biddle, Cox, Cravens, Dunlap, Dunn, Gran- 
ger, Grider, Haight, Hall, Harding. Holman, Johnson, Wil- 


liam Kellogg, Kerriga 
Odell, Olin, Pendleton, Perry, Robinson, Segar, Shiel, 


I insist that the | 


n, Knapp, Maiiory, Morris, Norton, | 
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Stevens, 








| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


SS SS 


Smith, Stiles 
Wickliffe, and Yeaman—36. 

NAYS—Measrs. Aldrich, Arnold, Baker, Baxter, Beaman, 
Bingham, Blake, Butlinton, Campbell, Chamberiain,Oolfar, 
Frederick A. Conkling, Cuter, Davis, Edgerton, Eliot, Ely, 
Samuel C, Fessenden, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, Franchot, 
Frank, Gooch, Goodwin, Harrison, Hooper, Hutehins, Ju 
lian, Kelley, Lansing, Loomis, Lovejoy, Low, Mitchell 
Mvorhead, Anson P. Morrill, Just.n 8S. Morrill, Nixon, 
Timothy G. Phelps, Pike, Pomeroy, Porter, Potter, John 
H. Rice, Edward H. Rollins, Sargent, Shanks, Sheffield, 
Shellabarger, Sherman, Sioan, Stevens, Stratton, Trimble, 
Trowbridge, Van Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Albert 8. White, 
Wilson, and Windom—61. 


So the House refused to adjourn. 


The question then recurred on Mr, Lovgsoy’s 
motion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, and under the operation 
thereof the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON, We have to wait for the ex- 
ecution of that order, and I move that we take a 
recess for half an hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That motion is 
not in order during a call of the House. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I hope, by unanimous 
consent, that the House will take a recess until 
twelve o’clock, m., Thursday. Let us go home, 
get our breakfast, and come back here fresh. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Provided we can come toa 
vote. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I call the gentle- 
man to order. No business is now in order except 
the execution of the order of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair sus- 
tains the point of order. 

Mr.SHEFFIELD. How can the Sergeant-at- 
Arms or his clerk tell who are to be arrested as 
absentees? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A list of the ab- 
sentees is furnished by the Clerk of the House. 

Mr. MALLORY moved that all further pro- 
ceedings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was disagreed to. 


Mr. HOLMAN. Lask that the gentleman from 
New York (Mr. Roscoz Conxuina] be permitted 
to continue his remarks concerning the absence 
of his colleague, [Mr. Oxtw.} 

Mr. BINGHAM. | object. 

Mr. LOW. As we have to wait for a report 
from the clerk of the Sergeant-at-Arms, | hope 
that the gentleman from Indiana will favor us with 
the song, “At midnight in slumber the sailor boy 
lay.’’ (Laughter. } 

Mr. HOLMAN. Iam nota musician; and I 
prefer that the eloguent genUeman from California 
should make us a speech. 

Mr. POTTER. In the present sad condition 
of the country, L think that these proceedings are 
disgraceful. 

Mr. ROBINSON. Sol have thought for five 
hours. 

Mr. MALLORY. If the gentleman from Wis- 
consin [Mr. Potter] means that the efforts of 
gentlemen on that side of the House to force the 
infamous bill of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Stevens] are disgraceful, | concur with him 
in opinion, 

Mr.HOLMAN. Business having intervened, 
I move that the gentleman be permitted to con- 
tinue his speech. [Laughter] 

The clerk of the Sergeant-at-Arms presented 
himself at the bar of the House, having in cus- 
tody Mr. Oui. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Otty, you 
have absented yourself from the House without 
its consent; what excuse have you to offer? 

Mr. OLIN. If the Chair please, 1 have not 
been absent. [Laughter.} The records of the 
House will show that 1 voted on the last yeas 
and nays, and was present when the resolu- 
tion of the gentleman from Illinois was adopted; 
therefore | was improperly arrested. The reso- 
lution only puthoriont ts arrest of absent mem- 
bers. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll was 
called twice, and on neither call did the gentleman 
answer to his name. He was therefore, under 
the rules, reported absent. The 36th rule is as 
follows: 

* 36. Upon the call of the House, the names of the mem- 
bers shall be called over by the Clerk, and the absentees 
noted ; after which the names of the absentees shal! again 
be called over; the doors shall then be shut, and these for 
whom no excuse or insufficient excuses are made may, by 
order of those present, if fifteen in number, be taken into 
custody as they appear, or may be sent fur aud taken into 
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custody, whereverto be found, by special messengers to be 


* » 99 
appointed for that purpose. 


Mr. STEVENS moved that the gentleman be | 


discharged without the payment of fees. | 


The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. DUNN moved that all further proceedings | 
under the call be dispensed with. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the affirmative—yeas 58, nays 31; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. William J. Allen, Ancona, Arnold, | 
Baily, Baker, Baxter, Beaman, Biddic, Blake, Buffinton, | 


Mr. LOVEJOY demanded the yeas and nays. | 
| 


Chamberlain, Clements, Cobb, Colfax, Frederick A. Conk- 
ling, Cox, Cravens, Dunlap, Dunn, Edgerton, Ely, Samuel | 
C. Feasenden, Franchot, Frank, Gooch, Grider, Haight, 
Harding, Hooper, Hutchins, Johnson, Knapp, Loomis, Mc 
Pherson, Mallory, Mitchell, Anson P. Morrill, Nixon, Odell, ¢ 
Olin, Porter, Price, Robinson, Edward H. Rollins, Segar, 
Sheffield, Shetlabarger, Sloan, Smith, Stiles, Trimble, Van 


Wyck, Verree, Wallace, Webster, Chilton A. White, | 
i 


Wickliffe, and Worcester—55. 


NAYS—Messrs. Aldrich, Campbell, Roscoe Conkling, | 


Cutler, Davis, Diven, Eliot, Thomas A. D. Fessenden, 
Goodwin, Granger, Hall, Harrison, Holman, William Kel- 
logg, Lansing, Lovejoy, Low, Moorhead, Perry, Pike, 
Pomeroy, Potter, Sargent, Shanks, Sherman, Stevens, 
Tfowbridge, Van Horn, Albert 8. White, Wilson, and 
Windom—31. 

















Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to the intro- | 


\| duction of the resolution. 


The roll of the House was then called, and the 
following members failed to answer to their names: 


Messrs. Alley, Ashley, Babbitt, Jacob B. Blair, Samuel 
8. Blair, George H. Browne, William G. Brown, Burnham, 
Calvert, Casey, Clark, Corning, Covode, Crisfield, Critten- 
den, Dawes, Delano, Delaplaine, Duell, Edwards, English, 
Fenton, Fisher, Fouke, Gurley, Hale, Hickman, Horton, 
Francis W. Kellogg, Killinger, Law, Lazear, Leary, Leh- 
man, McIndoe, McKean, McKnight, Marston, May, Men- 
zies, Nixon, Noell, Nugen, Olin, Patton, John S. Phelps, 
Alexander H. Rice, Richardson, Riddle, James 8. Rollins, 
Spaulding, John B. Steele, William G. Steele, Benjamin 
F. Thomas, Francis ‘Thomas, Train, Vandever, Van Valk- 
enburgh, Vibbard, Walker, Wall, Walton, Ward, Wash- 
burne, Wheeler, Wood, Woodruff, and Wright. 


Mr. CRAVENS. I move that the House do 


|| now adjourn, and upon that I call for tellers. 


Tellers were refused. vw 

The motion to adjourn was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. A call of the 
House has been had, and the doors will be closed, 
and the names of the absentees called for excuses. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I rise to a point of order. I 
understand the rules of the House require that 
members shall appear uncovered. I notice one cf 


|| my colleagues (Mr. Bippxe] sitting here with his 


|| hat on. 


So all further proceedings under the call were | 


dispensed with. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. All proceedings 
under the call having been dispensed with, the 
doors of the Hall will be aaa 

Mr. BINGHAM. I offer a resolution, which 
I send to the Chair in writing. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I object. 

A Voice. Let it be read for information. 

Mr. ROSCOE CONKLING. I object to its 
being read for information. 


Mr. BINGHAM. I will read it myself, then. 


has not the right to read it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Can the Speaker decide that 
I have no right to offer a motion? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. No motions ex- 


| 
| 
| 
| 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman 
| 


Mr. BINGHAM. How can the Speaker tell 
what it is until it is read? 

The SPEAKER protempore. Ifthe gentleman 
— indicate that it is a privileged motion he can 
read it. 

Mr. BINGHAM. If the House do not desire 
to hear the motion I will not read it. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Further pro- 
ceedings under the call have been dispensed with, 
but no quorum has voted. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. I demand a count of the 
House to ascertain whether a quorum is here. 

The SPEAKER protempore counted the House, 


| 





and announced that cighty-five members were 
resent. 


Mr. LOVEJOY. There being no quorum pres- | 
ent, | move that there be a call of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. OLIN. I rise to ask a favor of the House. 
My application is for leave of absence from the | 
House. I havea great many things to do to-mor- 
row, and by sitting up all night I am unfitted for | 
business. My committee meets to-morrow, and 
I wish to be able to meet with them. 

Leave of absence was granted; on a division of | 
the House thirty-three voting in the affirmative, 
and twenty in the negative. 


|| wear 


1 
Mr. LOVEJOY. I rise to a question of order. || 
No quorum voted, and hence no excuse has been || 


granted. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- | 
rules the question of order. Less than a quorum | 
can compel the attendance of a member, and by 
parity of reason less than a quorum can excuse 
a member. 
Mr. MOORHEAD. L[ask unanimous consent | 
to offer a resolution. 
Mr. HOLMAN. Let it be reported for in- | 
formation. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved, That it is hereby ordered by the House that the 
vote on the pending motion to reconsider the vote by which | 


the main question on the bill and amendments was ordered, 
shall be taken at one o’clock to-morrow; and no other 





motion, except for the previous question, shall be in order 
until said question is determined, and upon the determina- 
tion of said question, no dilatory motion shall be made to 
prevent or delay a final vote upon the bill and amendments 
now pending, and such amendments as may be offered. 


| 
| 
| 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will 
read the rule in that respect. 
The Clerk read the rule, as follows: 


«Every member shall remain uncovered during the ses- 
sions of the House.”’ 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order, as he sees no member 
with his hat on. 

Mr. BIDDLE, (with hatin hand.) Havela 


right to ae to the point of order? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair does 
not recognize the gentleman as subject to the point 
of order. 


Mr. BIDDLE. Very well, (resuming his seat, 


|| and putting on his hat.) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair now 


3P || calls the gentleman from Pennsylvania to order, 
cept privileged motions can be made except by | 
unanimous consent, 


now that his attention is directed to him. 

Mr. BIDDLE. I did not intend any disrespect 
to the House by keeping my hat upon my head. 
It was caused by delicacy of eyesight, which made 
this glare of gas light painful. Ifthe point of order 
was taken seriously, that-is my excuse. If it was 
taken as a pleasantry, I am sorry | have nothing 
pleasant to reply to it. It makes me sad to see this 
Government piloted to destruction amid jesting 
and {** Order!”’ ** Order!’ from the Repub- 
lican side of the Hall. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair calls 
the gentleman to order. 

r. BIDDLE. I would like to know for what. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair called 
the gentleman to order for sitting in the Hall with 
his hat on. The gentleman proceeded to state his 
reasons for wae so, which remarks the Chair 
indulged him as long as they related to that mat- 
ter, but he proceeded from that to indulge ina 
speech entirely foreign to the subject. The Chair 
therefore called him to order. 

Mr. DAVIS. In view of the weakness of the 
gentleman’s eyes [** Order!” ** Order !’’ from 
the Democratic side of the sot 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. That can only 
be done by pnanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that he be permitted to 
{Renewed cries of ‘* Order !’’} 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I desire to make an apol- 
ogy, as I have worn my hat to-night. 

Objection was made. 

Mr. BLAKE. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The Clerk then proceeded to call the names of 
absent members for excuses, omitting those who 
have already been excused, as follows: 

Craries B. Catvert. No excuse offered. 

Samvuet L. Casey. No excuse offered. 

Joun Covope. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Crisriecp. No excuse offered. 

Henry L. Dawes. No excuse offered. 

Isaac C. Detartaive. No excuse offered. 

Revsen E. Fenton. No excuse offered. 

George B. Fisner. No excuse offered. 

Puutr B. Fouxe. : 

Mr. KNAPP. My colleague is absent in Illi- 











nois upon business of a personal character, and I 
move he be excused. 





January 28, 


Mr. KELLOGG, of Illinois. I received a letter 


a day or two since from Mr. Fovxe, informing 
me that he was detained at home on account of 
the sickness of his wife; but I forgot to mention 
it at an earlier period. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Joun A. Guriey. No excuse offered. 

Joun Hickman. No excuse offered. 

VaventTine B. Horton. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Kitumcer. No excuse offered. 

Corne.ivs L. L. Leary. No excuse offered. 

WiruiaM E. Leuman. No excuse offered. 

Rosert McKnieat. No excuse offered. 

Henry May. 

Mr. PENDLETON. Mr. May has been in 
very delicate health lately, and though I do not 
know that that is the cause of his absence, I pre- 
sume it is, and I move that he be excused. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. Upon that I demand tellers. 

Tellers were not ordered. 

The-motion was agreed to. 


Joun T. Nixon. No excuse offered. 

Joun W. Noeit. No excuse offered. 

Joun Patron. No excuse offered. 

Axvsert G. Rippte. No excuse offered. 

James S. Rouiumws. No excuse offered. 

Exvsrivce G.Spautpine. No excuse offered. 

Francis Tuomas. No excuse offered. 

Cuauncey Visparp. No excuse offered. 

Amasa Waker. No excuse offered. 

Exisan Warp. No excuse offered. 

Exuimv B. Wasusurne. No excuse offered. 

Wiiuram A. Wuaeecer. No excuse offered. 

Bensamin Woop. No excuse offered. 

Mr. STRATTON. I raise the pointeof order 
that inasmuch as my colleague, Mr. Nixon, was 
present and answered to his name upon the first 
call, his name should not appear upon the list of 
absentees. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair over- 
rules the point of order. The gentleman is not 
here now. 

Mr.STRATTON. He is only temporarily 
absent. I know he was here two minutes before 
the doors were closed, and I trust the House will 
have the record amended. If not, I move that he 
be excused on the ground I have stated. 

The motion was agreed to. 


The SPEAKER. One hundred and nine mem- 
bers have answered to their names. 

Mr. BLAKE. I move that all further proceed- 
ings under the call be dispensed with. 

Che motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. BLAKE. I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

r. JOHNSON. I call for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Jonnson and 
Mooruweap were appointed. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported— 
ayes 45, noes 52. 

So the House refused to adjourn. 


Mr. MOORHEAD. I ask the unanimous con- 
sent of the House to proceed to the consideration 
of joint resolution No. 42, for the purpose of es- 
tablishing a nationalarmory west of the Alleghany 
mountains. 

Various Members objected. 

Mr. DIVEN. I move that the clerk of the Ser- 
geant-at-Arms be directed, as a special messenger, 
to bring in the absentees. 

Mr. DUNN. I would like to have the motion 
amended, so that it shall provide that the absent- 
ees shall be brought in in alphabetical order. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Most of these gentlemen are 
already asleep on their virtuous couches, and I, 
therefore, move to lay the proposition of the gen- 
tleman from New York upon the table. 

The question was taken, and ona division there 
were—ayes 25, noes 32. 

So the House refused to lay the motion of Mr. 
Diven on the table. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered, and being put, Mr.Diven’s 
motion was to. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. I desire to inquire who is 
to pay the expenses of these arrests, the members 
or the Treasury of the United States? 1 under- 
stand that it will cost about four hundred dollars. 
Who is to pay that? Will it come out of the 
Treasury ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is un- 
able to answer the question of the gentleman from 
Kentucky. The rule is that the House shall de- 
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termine whether the members arrested shall be | 
discharged with or without the payment of fees. || 

Mr. WICKLIFFE, And if they are discharged | 
without paying fees, the Sergeant-at-Arms is paid 


out of the Treasury of the United States? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair can- 
not say as to that. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Oh, that is the law. Does 
the order extend to all absentees ? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. To all who have 
not been excused by the House. A number have 
been excused. 

Mr. WICKLIFFE. Ishould like to have the 
list of the absentees who have not been excused 
read. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk is now 


House. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. 
move an adjournment? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I am satisfied that 
this matter will proceed no further, and I move 
that the House do now adjourn. The bill will 
come up again at twelve o’clock under the rules. 

Mr. ARNOLD. Then let us adjourn. 
gentleman has stated that there will be no more 
dilatory proceedings. 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I say I am satis- 
fied there is no disposition to carry the matter any 
further. I cannot say more than that. 

Mr. SARGENT. I ask leave to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. COX. I object. 

Mr. LOVEJOY. There is no objection to the 
resolution of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
[Mr. iacamaaet 


Is it in order to 


The question was taken on Mr. Vauianpic- | 
HAM’s motion; and there were—ayes 31, noes 43. | 


So the House refused to adjourn. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. I havea proposition which 


I wish to offer to the House as a substitute for the | 
proposition of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. || 


[Loud cries of ‘* Read it!’’} 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there is no 
objection, it will be read. The Chair heara no 
objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS, It isa substitute for the 
from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Stevens.] 

Mr.STEVENS. If you will make some prop- 


osition to take the vote without further delay, we | 


will agree to that. 
Mr. CLEMENTS. 
be taken at one o’clock to-morrow. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. We make no bargains just 


now. 


Mr. STEVENS. Well, the bill is not now be- || 


| into this measure for the life of my State. 
| billis destructive of it, and will produce danger to 


fore the House for amendment. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The House gave 
unanimous consent to have the proposition of the 
gentleman from Tennessee read; and it will now 
be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided, That in the States of Delaware, Maryland, that 
part of Virginia known as West Virginia, Kentucky, Mis- 


souri, and Tennessee, no person Owing service or labor to | 


another person shall be enlisted under this act. 


Loud cries of “ eer 
Mr. SARGENT. I ask leave to make an in- 
quiry of the gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. Vatvan- 
DIGHAM. } 
There was no objection. 


journ, the gentleman from Ohio stated he was sat- 
isfied this thing would go no further. 
like to inquire if he intended us to understand by 
that that upon consultation with any considerable 
number of the gentlemen associate 
understood from them that dilatory motions would 
cease to-morrow if the motion to adjourn were 
carried? 

Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Several hoursago 
I had spoken to nearly all the gentlemen upon this 
side of the House, and I then so understood. I 
made the statement without any further consulta- 
tion with any one. That has been my impres- 
sion for several hours past, asis very well known 
to several gentlemen on both sides of the House. 
But when Fopette a few moments ago it was with- 
out any authority beyond that. Since that time 
I find that there are gentlemen upon this side of the 

ouse who are disposed to object, just as there are 





The || 





ject. 


| to make a brief statement. 


| States. 





I would | 


with him, he | 
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Mr. VOORHEES. Will the gentleman allow 
me to ask him a question? 
Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. Not at this mo- | 
ment. The statement I made to the House was 


| the extent to which I felt at liberty to go; several | 


hours ago, when I spoke with gentlemen on the | 
subject, that was my impression. Now, I may 
be permitted to add, what the Chair and other gen- 
tlemen here will recollect, that this is not the first 
scene of the kind I have witnessed here; for in the 
course of six years we have had many of them. 
They can have but one end; we all know that; 
and it will end justin that way, whether itis pro- 
tracted for three hours longer, or ten hours longer, | 


| or twenty-four hours longer. There will be sub- | 
|| stantially the same ending when every one is 
preparing the list, in pursuance of the order of the || 


wearied out. My own impression is that it is 


|| better to come to the point which we must reach 
|| finally without going through this tedious and 
|| wearisome scene. My great object was to obtain 


an adjournment long ago. 

Mr. VOORHEES. Does the gentleman from 
Ohio refuse to allow me to ask him a question? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. He cannot yield 
except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DAVIS. I object to his yielding. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wished the gentleman 


| from Ohio to respond to my question. 


Mr. VALLANDIGHAM. I will be glad to do 
so. What is it? 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman || 


0 
from Indiana is not in order. 

Mr. VAN WYCK. I hope he will be allowed 
to proceed, and let us understand this matter. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VOORHEES. I wish to speak in perfect 
good faith to the House. I was not the first to 
go into thismeasure. My judgment disapproved 
of itat the start. I have been always ready to 


vote on any measure of legislation, and | would || 


never resort to dilatory measures to defeat it, un- 
less it were, perhaps, to protect the personal rights 
of the minority, within the rules of the House. 


| But once embarked in a measure of this kind, 1 | 
| regard it as involving a question of personal honor |) 


tostand by it. And | think lam authorized to say 


| on behalfofnine tenths of the gentlemenwith whom 


'| I have been acting to-night, that we enter into no 
proviso at the end of the bill of the gentleman |) 


engagement and make no conditions on this sub- 
We wish there may be no misunderstand- 
ing on that point. 


Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to confirm that by my || 
|| statement. 
I am willing that it shall 


{Calls to order.} 
Mr. WICKLIFFE. I hope I may be allowed 


There was no objection. 


Mr. WICKLIFFE. Mr. Speaker, I have gone 


the harmony of its people, and a conflict between 


that State and the Government of the United | 
So far as I am concerned, I will stand || 
|| here, with the help of God, until the 4th day of || 
March, eat and sleep and drink in this House, be- i 


fore yielding one inch to enable the majority to 


| pass a bill which would be ruinous to my State, || 
| ruinous to its peace, and fatal to the restoration of | 


the Union. 


Mr. STEVENS. I withdraw my motion to 


adjourn. 
Mr. BINGHAM. I rise to inquire what dispo- 


sition has been made of the motion of the gentle- 


| man from New York, [Mr. Diven.]} 
Mr. SARGENT. In making the motion to ad- |) 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The clerk of the 
Sergeant-at-Arms is carrying it into execution. 

Mr. HOLMAN, (at twenty minutes to five, 
a.m.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. JOHNSON. | rise to a question of privi- 
lege. 1 ask the unanimous consent to read three 
or four lines from a paper which is before me. 

Mr. SLOAN. I object. 

Mr. PERRY. I move to dispense with all 
further proceedings under the call. 

The motion was not agreed to. 


Mr. MORRIS, (at five o’clock, a.m.) I move 


that the House do now adjourn. 


Mr. BINGHAM. On that I call for the yeas | 


and nays. 

Mr. MorRIS. I withdraw the motion. 

The clerk to the Sergeant-at-Arms appeared at 
the bar of the House having in custody one of its 
members, who had been absent without leave, 


gentlemen on the other side who raise objections. || namely, Mr. Broww, of Virginia. 


his || 
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| The SPEAKER pro tempore. Mr. Wittiam 


| Brown, you have been absent from the session 
| of the House without its leave. What excuse 
| have you to render for your absence ? 

| Mr. BROWN, of Virginia. Mr. Spesker, I 
stayed here until after two o’clock this morning. 

My general health is not good, although there is 

nothing very special about it, and so I went to 

my boarding-house and retired to bed, and had 
just got asleep when | was aroused. That is just 
the truth of the case. 
| Mr. CRAVENS. I move to excuse the gen- 
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. MAYNARD. I[ move to amend by add- 
ing, ‘‘on his paying the cost of his arrest.” The 
gentleman is a member not only from Virginia, 
but from Western Virginia; and it will be recol- 
lected what solemn appeals were made a month 
or two ago on behalf of his section of the coun- 
try; and therefore he should not set a bad exam- 
ple by his absence. I hope he will not be dis- 
charged except on payment of the costs of his 
arrest. 

Mr. GRIDER. This is his first offense, and 
I hope he will be dealt leniently by. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I wish to ask the gentleman 
| from Virginia whether he was aware that the 
] House was in session? 








Mr. BROWN, of Virginia. 
that fact until after two o’clock. 

Mr. HOLMAN. Then I move to add “and 
that he also agrees not to dodge again.” 

Mr. MAYNARD. That suggestion comes 
with a very bad grace from the gentleman from 
Indiana. ° 

Mr. JOHNSON. I was about to make the 
point of order on the gentleman from Indiana, 
that he himself is not present in the House, and 
| cannot submitany motion. He is as derelict as the 


I was aware of 





| gentleman from Virginia, except, perhaps, in point 
|| of time. 

|| Mr. HOLMAN, I have not understood the 
| remarks of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. It 
may have been personal. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Icannot repeat. I am not 
| a repeater, When I wind up, I always sit down. 

The question was taken on Mr. Marnarn’s 
amendment, and it was adopted. 

The motion, as amended, was agreed to; and 
Mr. Brown, of Virginia, was discharged from 
custody on payment of fees. 

Mr. HOLMAN. The gentleman from Tennes- 
|| see had some proposition which he wished to pre- 
sent to the House sometime ago. I suggest that 
he have an opportunity to present it now. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. My proposition was to 
strike out the proviso to the bill beforethe House, 
| and insert what was read at the Clerk’s desk a 
| few minutes ago. 

Mr. HOLMAN. I ask that the gentleman 
may be heard upon his amendment. 

‘here was no objection. 

Mr. CLEMENTS. The proposition speaks 
|| for itself. I do not propose to discuss it. 
|| Mr. STEVENS. If the gentleman from Ten- 
| nessee will allow me, some gentlemen have been 
|| in consultation, and it is thought a vote may, by 
\| 
| 








unanimous consent, be taken to-night, on recon- 

sidering the vote ordering the main question; and 

that the House thenedjourn. The question will 
|| then come up independent of the main question 
| to-morrow when we meet, and the bill will of 
|| course be subject to amendment. I accede to 
|| that, if it is satisfactory to the other side of the 
House. 

[Cries of ** Agreed !’"] 

‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair then 
understands the proposition to be that by unant- 
mous consent the vote ordering the main question 
shall be understood to be reconsidered, all inci- 

dental motions now pending dispensed with, and 
| the bill postponed until the meeting of the House 
\| at twelve o’clock. 
|| Mr. HOLMAN. When it will be open for 


| 
| 
| 
it 





|| debate. 
|| ‘The SPEAKER pro tempore. Open for debate 
‘| or amendment under the rules of the House. Is 
|| there objection to the proposition? on) 
| There being no objection, the proposition was 
|| agreed to. ie 
And then, on motion of Mr. STEVENS, (at 
twenty-five minutes to six o’clock, a. m.,) the 
'| House adjourned. 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuurspayr, January 29, 1863. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Dr. Sunpearanpe 
The Journal of yesterday was read andapproved. 


PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 
Mr. SAULSBURY. Mr. President, I wish, in 


the discharge of a duty, todo what I consider right 
and proper under the circumstances, and that is to 
express my sipcere regret at what occurred on 
‘Tuesday evening last. | regret the violation of the 
rules of the body. I had no disposition and no 
desire to violate those rules. If on that occasion 
I said anything offensive to any Senator, I exceed- 
ingly regret it. 

lu reference to the possession of a pistol, it is 
due to myself, as well as the Senate, to say that | 
am not in the habit of bearing arms. I never bore 
arms a month in all my life, and | would much 
sooner have injured myself than to have injured 
the Sergeant-at-Arms or any Senator on this 
floor. 

I feel that it isdue tomy own manhood thusto 
make this plain, frank dtatement. I do not by it 
mean to influence the action of the Senate on the 
resoluuion introduced yesterday. 
ona principle which oe governed me through 
life: when satisfied that lhaveacted wrong, to make 
a mauly acknowledgment of it. And I now say 
to any individual Senator, that if on that occasion 
1 used toward him discourteous language, I regret 
itand take it back. 

Mr. CLARK. Mr. President, [ came into the 
Senate this morning with the determination to call 
up immediately the resoluuion which | introduced 
yesterday. I thought the Senate owed it to the 
country and owed it to itself to take prompt ac- 
tion upon that resolution. Upon the statement, 
however, made this morning by the Senator from 
Delaware, | will not call it up this morning, but I 
will take the advice of older Senators in the body, 
and then take such action as | may be advised. 


CREDENTIALS PRESENTED. 


Mr. TURPIE presented the credentials of the 
Hon. Tuomas A. Henpricks, elected a Senator 
by the Legislature of the State of Indiana for the 
term of six years, commencing on the 4th day of 
March, A. D. 1863; which were read, and ordered 
to be filed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. BROWNING presented resolutions of the 
Executive Board of the I!linois State Agricultural 
Society, in favor of an enlargement of the De- 
partment of Agriculture; which were referred to 
the Committee on Patents and the Patent Office. 

Mr. WALL presented the petition of Joseph 


praying to be indemnified for property lost by the 
sinking of the Monitor; which was referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HOWE presented a memorial of citizens 
of Wisconsin, praying for a grant of orfe hundred 
and sixty acres of land, in the Fort Howard mil- 
itary reserve, to the Fort Howard Cemetery As- 
sociation, for a cemetery for soldiers; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SUMNER. I present the memorial of 
Joseph B. Woodbury, of Boston, inventor of a 
new method of arming wer vessels, by which 
they can be so submerged as to approach a hostile 
vessel with impunity, and can then attack with 
submerged batteries and shot, which can be made 
to penetrate below the ports of such hostile ves- 
sels, protected by iron plating, and then exploded. 
The memorialist prays that Congress will appro- 
priate the sum of $50,000 to enable him to make 
further experiments in arming war vessels, and 
that he may also be paid a reasonable sum fureach 
vessel of war which has been or may be provided, 
by direction of the Secretary of the Navy, with 
the submarine gun of which he is the inventor and 
patentee. I move that the memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. HALE. [hope not. The Committee on 
Naval Affairs have nothing on earth to do with 
anything of that sort. They have been bothered 
more than a litte with applications of that kind 
from inventors and ingenious pe who think 
that the Committee on Naval Affairs have some- 
thing to do with such matters, forgetting that our 
duties are legisiative entirely. This matter should 
g° appropriately to the Navy Department. We 


1 do it, acting |; 


A 





|Awater, 








| 
| 


i 


ES 


and month after month, with applications of this 
sort; and | hope the Senate will not encourage 
them by receiving these memorials, and referring 
them to the Committee on Naval Affairs. [ think 


| the appropriate course would be to Jet it lie on the 
table, or send it to the Navy Department. 


Mr. SUMNER. I think itis customary, when 
memorials of such a character are presented, that 
they be respectfully received and considered bya 
committee; and the most appropriate committee 
for the consideration of this memorial is surel 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, which has the 


_advantage of the counsels of my distinguished 


friend from New Hampshire, and also the Sena- 


| tor from lowa. I think that! cannot do anything 


better for the memorialist than to ask its reference 
to that committee. : 

Mr. HALE. I would say, if there be any 
committee to whom it should go, it is the Com- 
mittee on Patents. It is a subject with which we 
have nothing to do. 

Mr. GRIMES. I am a believer, sir, in the right 


of petition to an almost unlimited extent; and if 


the person who sends this petition desires that his 
petition should go before the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, Lam willing that it should go there; but 
I desire to take this occasion to repeat what the 
Senator from New Hampshire, the chairman of 
that committee, has already stated, that the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs are utterly powerless to 
do anything in convection with this subject, and 
the thousand and one other subjects somewhat 


| similar, that are referred to them. Weare having 


projected improvements in ships, in arms, sub- 


| marine armor, every possible thing that is con- 


nected with war, navigation, and the armament 


| of vessels, sent to us. We are not experts; we 


are not judges of the qualities of these articles; 


| but by the encouragement afforded by the action 
| of the Senate in sending such propositions to us, 
| the idea seems to be propagated to these inventors 


that we are the proper tribunal to determine their 
merit. I am willing, so far as I am concerned, 
that this petition shall be sent to the committee, 
but I take this occasion to say to the Senate and 
to the world who see fit to watch our proceedings 
that we are utterly powerless to accomplish any 
good for the petitioner. 

Mr. SUMNER. The petitioner asks for an 
appropriation to enable him to carry out what he 
regards a very important invention now in the 
prosecution of the war. 

Mr. GRIMES, What is it? 

Mr. SUMNER. A gun that is to work under 
[ know nothing of the merits of it, but 
they are very fully stated in the memorial. I 


: t ) | think it had better go to that committee. 
Walters, assistant engineer United States Navy, |! 


The VICE PRESIDENT. The question ison 


| the motion to refer the memorial to the Commit- 


tee on Naval Affairs. 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. HOWARD, from the Committee on Mil- 
vtary Affairs and the Militia, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. No. 467) to prevent and punish 
frauds upon the Government of the United States, 
reported it without amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. RICE asked, and by unanimous consent 
obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 495) to 
facilitate the transportation of troops, stores, and 
mails of the United States, between the city of 
Washington, the Point uf Rocks, and the city of 
Pittsburg, and between Washington and the 
waters of the Chesapeake; which was read twice 
by its title, referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary ge and the Militia, and ordered to be 

rinted. 
‘ Mr. HOWARD asked, and by unanimous con- 
sent obtained, leave to introduce a bill (S. No. 
496) to amend the act entitled ‘‘An act extend- 
ing the jurisdiction of the district courts to certain 
eases upon the lakes and navigable waters con- 
necting the same,’’ passed February 26, 1845; 
which was read twice by its tide, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts, asked, and 
by unanimous consent obtained, leave to intro- 
duce a joint resolution (S. No. 126) expelling 
rge E. Badger from the Board of Regents of 
the Smithsonian Institution, and appointing Louis 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| were bothered at the last session, week after week, 
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Agassiz in his place; which was read, and passed 
to a second reading. 


BILLS BECOME LAWS. 


A message from the President of the United 
States, by Mr. Nicoxar, his Secretary, announced 
that the President of the United States yesterday 
approved and signed the following act and joint 
resolution: 
| A bill (S. No. 437) to amend the act entitled 

** An act to amend the act of the 3d of March, 
1837, entitled ‘An act supplementary to the act 
entitled * An act to amend the judicial system of 
the United States.’ ’”’ 
| A joint resolution (S. No. 125) supplementary 
| to the act entitled ‘*An act to provide for the im- 
| prisonment of persons convicted of crime by the 
| 
| 
j 








criminal court of the District of Columbia,”’ ap- 
| proved January 16, 1863. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, 
4 Mr. Eruenings, its Clerk, announced that the 
| House of Representatives had agreed to the amend- 
| ment of the Senate to the bill of the House (No. 
| 520) for the relief of Seneca G. Simmons. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


| 

| 

| 

| _Themessage furtherannounced thatthe Speaker 
| of the House of Representatives had signed an en- 
' rolled bill (H. R. No. 487) for the relief of Wiil- 
| liam B. Snowhook and others; and it was there- 
| upon signed by the Vice President 
| 

| 


TRANSPORTS FOR THE BANKS EXPEDITION. 


Mr. HALE. I move that the Senate postpone 

_ the prior orders, for the purpose of considering a 

| resolution which I introduced in regard to the pur- 

| chasing and fitting out of the vessels for the Banks 
expedition. 

| ‘The motion was agreed to. 

| Mr. HALE. If the resolution is under my 

| direction | will erase the name of Cornelius Van- 

| derbilt. 

| The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator modi- 

| fies his resolution by erasing the name of Cor- 

nelius Vanderbilt. 

Mr. HALE. I will state the reason why I do 
it. It is because several gentlemen, members of 
the body, with whom I have conversed, think that 
| for various reasons the Senate should not pass a 
| vote of censure on Cornelius Vanderbilt, because 





he has been highly patriotic during this whole war, 
and very liberal in his transactions with the Gov- 
ernment, and has performed this service gratui- 
tously. While I think that he did not render to the 
Government all that care and fidelity which he 
| should in undertaking this service, yet | am will- 
ing to pass him by and let him go. As to Com- 
| modore Van Brunt, though he is a personal friend 
| of mine, for whom I have the highest regard, and 
with whom my relations are of the most intimate 
| character, I think he was wanting in bis duty to 
| hiscountry, and so of Mr. Haswell, the engineer. 
| Let the resolution be read. 
| The VICE PRESIDENT. The resolution wil! 
| be read. 

The Secretary read it, as modified, as follows: 

Resolved, That Commodore Van Brunt, of the Navy, and 
Charles H. Haswell, an engineer b profession, in the su- 
pervision and outfit of the transport flect for General Banks’s 
expedition, were guilty of negligence in discharge of the 
duties assigned them, and that the commissions extorted by 
Mr. T. J. Southard were in express violation of the agree- 


ment made and stipulated by him, and ought at once to be 
refunded to the Government. 


Mr. HALE. This resolution is drawn ex- 
ressly from the finding of the select committee. 
Every word in it is sustained by the finding of the 
committee that we appointed to examine the sub- 
| ject. It seems to me that it is an idle ceremony 
| to send committees to investigate facts, if, when 
the facts are submitted to us, we fail to take any 





| action or express any opinion upon them. 
I want to say one word about the commission 
that was extorted by Mr. Southard, who wasa per- 
| son that volunteered his services, and was highly 
recommended, | think, by a very distinguished 
gentleman, a friend of mine, and of the committee 
also, Governor Washburn, of Maine. Mr.South- 
ard came in and offered to do this business for 
nothing; but instead of that, he charged, as is ad- 
mitted, the enormous commission of five, and in 
some cases six per cent., which was paid; and | 
am informed by letters which I have received—but 
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I shall not say anything about that, preferring to 
stick to the report—that the commissions In some 
instances exceeded that, — 

A year ago | had occasion, as chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs, to call the atten- 
tion of the Senate to a charge of commissions 
which [ thought then was outrageous; but the 
Senate at that time refused to say not only that 
that was wrong, but that that was not a proper 
mode of doing business; and a letter was sent to 
the Senate by a gentleman who received two and 
a half per cent., in which he averred upon his 
reputation as a merchant,and his honor as a man 
—1I do not know that I have got his very words, 
but I give the substance—that it was the best mode 
of doing business, if it was well and efficiently 
carried out. ‘These gentlemen have undertaken 
to carry it out well and efficiently, and, instead of 
taking two and a half per cent., they have taken 
five and six. 

There is another fact, a very important one, in 
this matter. This Mr. Siathact. as I am in- 
formed, and I think the facts will turn out to be 
so, has undertaken to pay back the commissions 
that he received; but to whom, do you suppose? 
To the Government out of whom the money was 
swindled? Notamillofit. He has repented, and 
is willing to pay a commission back, not to the 
Government who paid it, but to the merchants. 
What odds does that niake to the Government? 
It may be said that he has repented, but he has 
not repented in the right quarter. Repentance 
should be toward God and good works. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. And the 
Government. 

Mr. HALE. Yes; and the Government, too. 
If he and these merchants conspired together, and 
he took a commission out of them, I do not care 
a snap of the finger who keeps the money, he or 
they; the money belongs to the Government of 
the United States. The matter is before the Sen- 
ate; | have no more to say. 

Mr. GRIMES. Mr. President, experience is 
avery good schoolmaster, but sometimes a very 
expensive one; and it seems to me that there are 
some very important lessons to be drawn from 
this investigation, which ought to govern the 
Congress of the United States in its action, and 
oughtto govern the executive officers of the Gov- 
ernment in theiraction in the future. 1 desire for 
a few minutes to occupy the time of the Senate in 
calling the attention*of the body and of the country 
to some defects in getting up this very important 
expedition, against which the Government in fu- 
ture, it seems to me, ought to guard. 

All other Governments than ourselves have 
regulated the transport system. We have never 
before had any large military or naval expedi- 
tions to put on foot, and consequently there has 
never been any necessity for the passage of any 
law to regulate this subject. Such laws do exist 
in France, in England, and in almost all the other 
countries of Europe. [think it is important that 
a law should be passed here, and I intend, before 
this subject shall have passed out of the consid- 
eration of the Senate, to introduce a bill by which 
thé executive officers of the Government, the mil- 
itary and naval departments of it, shall be con- 
trolled in future, but as the subject is now im- 
mediately before us, it is as proper for me to point 
out the reasons which will induce me to that 
course now as at any future time. 

_ The first great error in getting up this expedi- 
tion was in not fairly and openly advertising for 
vessels. The War Department should have ad ver- 
tised to receive vessels at certain ports, specifying 
the character of the vessels which they required. 
There was no earthly reaso@why this should not 
have been done. There was no greater secrecy 
attained by the method which was adopted than 
would have been observed if advertisements had 
been published in all the newspapers of the coun- 
try. That has been the method hitherto pursued 
by the Government until the commencement of 
this war, and it has always worked well. The 
select committee, when in New York, took the 
testimony of some of the most prominent ship- 
Owners in that city on that subject, and they all 
testified that that was what the ship-owners and 
ship-masters desired, and that the Government in- 
terests had hitherto been promoted and protected 
by doing so, and that there was no reason in the 
world = that system should not have been con- 
Unued. ‘The testimony of Mr. Clearman, of the 
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house of Sturges, Clearman & Co., one of the 
most prominent merchants in the city, is as fol- 
lows, on that point: 


* Question. Was there ever any complaint of unfairness | 


or exorbitance of prices, or tardiness of movement, so long 
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as that system was continued of chartering vessels, under | 


the system adopted by Colonel Tompkins and the quarter- 
master who preceded him, by advertising for the ship-own- 
ers to come in? 

“ Answer. No, sir; none that ever came to my knowl- 


| edge. 


** Question. Was the Government well served atthattime, 
so far as came within your own knowledge and observation? 

“ Answer. Well, Mr. Grimes, | ought to explain: [ think 
that since this war has commenced there has been an entire 
departure, both in the quartermaster’s department here, the 
regular quartermaster’s departinent, and the volunteer de- 
partment, from the system of advertising. There has been but 
very little of it done. I think the mode otf acting by adver- 
tising is the ouly proper and fair way—giving all a chance. 


|} [have no hesitation myself in saying, (and I think I so test- 


| ified before Mr. Van Wyck’s committee,) that if proposals 


had been invited publicly for vessels for the Burnside ex- 


pedition, in which the vessels were chartered by monthly | 
| charters, they might have been obtained for twenty-five per 


cent. less than they were. I think they could have been 


chartered for twenty-five per cent. less than was paid. You | 


know how that was dove. Mr. John Tucker, the Assistant 
Secretary of War, | think, came on here and made these 
charters—most of them. ‘The rate was fixed. I think in 
that case there was no advertisement issued at all. J refer 
to sailing vessels only. 

* Question. Did Mr. Tucker make those eontracts direct- 
ly, or through the agency of brokers? 

** Answer. It was through the agency of brokers here, I 
think, mostly. I never could see any necessity for it. There 
may be occasions where they cannot get through—where 


| there is a great press for time, and they cannot go through 
| the formalities of advertising and giving notice; but for all || 
| these expeditions that have been fitted out I cannotsee any 
good reason why they could not have advertised and invited | 
There has been a good deal of feeling here | 


proposals. 


among ship-owners who do their own business, in regard 
to that.”? 


Mr. Snow, of the firm of Burgess & Snow, quite 
an eminent firm in that city, testified thus: 


* Question. Would it not have been as easy for the Gov- 
ernment to have made its contracts directly with the ship 
owners as through the intervention of an agent, and would 
not that have been as safe to the Government as to have 
acted through the intervention of Mr. Southard? 

“ Answer. We supposed that the proper way for the Gov- 
ernment to have procured these vessels would have been 
through the quartermaster, who is constantly chartering 
vessels for the Government. 

* Question. Who is the quartermaster in charge? 

* Answer. Colonel Tompkins has been removed. Cap- 
tain Stinson is a very capable man, and has charge of that. 

** Question. Have any of the contracts made with the 
quartermaster’s department been such as would require or 
warrant the taking from this quartermaster’s department of 
this branch of business ? : 

“ Answer. The general opinion of ship-owners here, and 
that is the understanding in getting these charters, is that 
the business has been dune very correctly indeed with the 
quartermaster here. They regard Captain Stinson as a very 
honorable, fair, straightforward man, who looks closely to 
the interests of the Government in procurfng charters. 

‘Question. So far as you know, then, there has been no 
conduct on the part of the legitimate officers of the quar- 
termaster’s department that would justify any one in pro- 
nouncing them incompetent for the proper discharge of this 
duty of chartering vessels? 

“ Answer. So faras | know, and from the general under- 
standing of the people owning ships, they are quite compe- 
tent to procure all the ships that Government may require. 
That is the general understanding, and the general conver- 
sation among men Is so.”’ 


Again, the same witness testified: 


** All that we ship-owners desire is that Government 
should notify us through the papers when they want any 
ships. Ship-owners are patriotic, and would be glad to fur- 
nish ships toGovernment. But the way these expeditions 
have been fitted out it is very difficult to find out who is 
the man to get the ships in. An obscure man, a broker of 
whom we knew nothing, would come up and tell us that 
we must pay so much per cent., and through him we must 
get these charters. Then we must gotohim. We yield, 
and let him have it.” 

Mr. President, the next error in getting up this 
expedition was in not following the law of Con- 
gress, approved on the 12th of February, 1862, 
which was passed through Congress at the in- 
stance of the War Department, and which declares 
that— ; 

“* The President of the United States be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to temporarily detail three competent naval of. 
ficers for the service of the War Department in the fnspec- 
tion of transport vessels, and for such other services as may 
be designated by the Secretary of War.” 

Why was this not done? Why did not the 
Secretary of War comply with that law, and have 
three competent naval officers—a sea officer, an en- 
gineer, and a naval constructor—detailed for this 
specific duty; men who were experts in the partic- 
ular branches to which they were to be assigned ? 
That was not done at the instance of the very gen- 
tleman whom my friend the Senator from New 
Hampshire proposes to strike out of his resolu- 
tion, Commodore Vanderbilt. When Mr. Stan- 
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ton proposed to Commodore Vanderbilt to under- 
take getting ready the transports for this expedi- 


| tion, he sent for him, and Commodore Vanderbilt 
| came here according to his own testimony. 


At 
an interview with the Secretary of War, Mr. Stan- 
ton proposed that a commission be appointed to 
inspect vessels; and I will read from Commodore 
Vanderbilt’s testimeny on that point: 


** The Secretary of War telegraphed me to see if I could 
not come to Washington. [weutto Washington. The first 
time I saw him he intimated something about a quarter 
master’s position in New York. But Lsaid to him, * We'll 
stop right there. Mr. Stanton, there is no position in this 
Government that I want, and none that I will take; no 
place of emolument that [ can take.’ He was delicate on 
that point, and stepped it right there. This was before I 
saw General Banks. Said Il, ‘Auything Lean do for you 
am willing todo.’ Upon that we left. This was late in 
the evening. It was late when I got there. Says he, J 
will come and see you in the morning.’ Says 1, * You need 
not come ; I will come and see you; what time do you get 
up?’ ‘About nine o'clock,’ he said. Well, about that time 
[ wentup tothe War Departinent. Said he, * [have thought 
this thing Over, and made up my mind. Come and get into 
the carriage.’ We went out and got into the carriage. We 
went to see General Banks, and he and General Banks 
talked a minute or two and called me up. Said he,‘ Thisis 
a secret expedition, and no one else is to know it but us 
three.’ Says I, ‘ No one will know it from me; | will as- 
sure you that.’ Says he, ‘1 want you to assist General Banks 
in New York in fittingitout.’? | said | would do that to the 
bestof my ability. Atler stating over where the expedition 
was going, we parted. His interviews were short. There 
was not much to do. We parted with an understanding that 
General Banks was to leave that afternoon by the afternoon 
train for New York. [ was going on that train, and so we 
came on the same train. At this interview with the Sec 
retary of War, he said,‘ T will have the inspectors appointed 
to inspect the vessels of this expedition.’ I said, * That is 
of no use, Mr. Stanton. It don’t appear to be of any kind 
of use at all.’ ‘Why?’ said he. | said, ‘Congress has 
already passed a law that every vessel that clears from a 
custom-house must have her inspector’s papers. There are 
two inspectors ; one for her machinery, and the other fom 
the seaworthiness of the vessel, fitness tor voyage, &c.; 
and these papers have to be renewed every twelve months, 
or else she cannot clear any custom-house. Ls not that in 
spection enough for the Government for this expedition ? 
Says he, ‘I don’t know about that. & would like to make 
this thing doubly sure. There will be no harm in having 
them doubly inspected.’ ” 


One inspector was to be appointed; that was 
Commodore Van Brunt. He was directed to re- 


| port immediately to General Banks to assist in 


getting up this expedition; and what was he au- 
thorized to do? ‘To inspect vessels? By no man- 
ner of means; but merely to supervise the outfit; 
and, according to his own testimony, and to the 
concurrent testimony of other persons, when he 
reported to General Banks he said to General 
Banks that he was incompetent to the discharge 
of that particular kind of duty, so far as it related 
to steamships. General Banks replied to him that 
they had already discussed this subject of appoint- 
ing a man to assist him so far as steamships were 
concerned, and that person was Mr. Charles H. 
Haswell; and asking him what in his opinion 
would be the qualifications of Mr. Haswell. Com- 
modore Van Brunt, knowing something of Mr. 
Haswell, replied that he believed that he was as 
good a man as any one that could be selected. 
‘Therefore, so far as the steam vessels and their 
engines were concerned—so far, indeed, as their 
hulls were concerned—the man who did the in- 
spection was Mr. Haswell. So far as the sailing 
vessels were concerned, there is no controversy - 
as to their qualities; they are all admitted to be 
good sea-going vessels. 

Another great defect in connection of the getting 
up of this expedition was the concealment from 
the inspectors of the destination of the expedition. 
It was attempted to keep the destination of the 
expedition entirely secret from everybody except 
Mr. Stanton, General Banks, and Commodore 
Vanderbilt, and what was the result?) Mr. Has- 


| well and Mr. Van Brunt would have a vessel 


pointed out to them by Commodore Vanderbilt. 
Now, there is one class of steamers thatare edapted 
for whatare called outside passages; they possess 
good sea-going qualities, they are capable of nav- 
igating the ocean anywhere; while there is an- 
other class, many of which were employed in this 
expedition, that are only designed and only ca- 
pable of navigating inland waters. They are ves- 
sels that were built to navigate the North river, to 
run through the Sound in Connecticut, or through 
the bays in New Jersey. Those vessels gener- 
ally have a pilot on board and acaptain. In some 
cases the captain may be a navigator; but gener- 
ally they have men on board who are governed 
in their course and m,stheir navigation by head- 
‘ands and points. Mr. Haswell) and Commodore 
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Van Brant both testified that if they had known 
expedition was going beyond the Capes 
Chesapeake, they would have protested 
against several of those vessels being chartered; 
but they were kept profoundly ignorant of the 
destination of the expedition. Commodore Van 
Brunt says that the impression was fastened on 
mind that it was going somewhere into the 
Chesapeake bay; and entertaining that opinion, 
deriving it, probably, from something that had 
been dropped in the course of his conversation 
itt the gentlemen immediately connected with 
the expedition, he was willing to acquiesce in re- 
ceiving vessels for the transport of troops for such 
n short expedition that he would have utterly 
refused to receive, and have protested against 
receiving, if he had supposed they were going 
beyond Cape Hatteras. 

Another great errorin Connection with this sub- 
ject was, that there seemed to have been no person 
in connection with the expedition who appeared 
to have the charge of selecting or determining 
whether there were any navigators on board. 
There did not appear to a anybody whose busi- 
ness it was to see whether there were any instru- 
ments or any charts that were necessary to navi- 
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|| a chapter of fraud from the beginning to the end, | 
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ite the ocean, if the vessel should happen to be | 


driven off. Everybody knows, who knows any- 
thing about qur coast, that at this season of the 
year, and at the time this expedition sailed, ves- 
sels are very apt to be driven off when they ap- 
proach Cape Hatteras, the most stormy point 
along our whole coast. They employed vessels 
that had hitherto been almost exclusively em- 
ployed in navigating inland waters. In one in- 
stance, according to my recollection, it was sworn 
eto before the committee that there was one navi- 
gator on board, Itisa rule among commercial 
men that there shall be at least two men on board 


of every ship who are capable of navigating her, | 


especially when she is out at sea. Thatship only 


succeeded in reaching the Delaware break water— | 


the one to which IT allude, where there was only 
one navigator on board—but had she succeeded in 
eetting as far as Cape Hatteras, and had then been 
driven off by a northwest storm into the Gulf 
stream, she would have been there entirely help- 
less and with only one navigator on board. Had 
he been taken sick, had he died or fallen over- 
board, what would have been the fate of that 
crew ? 

Another difficulty, against which we should 
guard in future expeditions, was the crowding of 
too great anumber of persons on board of each of 
these ships. According tothe testimony before the 
committee, some of the vessels, which under your 
emigration act. would only be permitted to carry 
three hundred and fifty passengers, carried nine 
hundred and fifty soldiers. The most intelligent 
ship-owners who were before us testified that, in 
their opinion, soldiers could be crowded together 
conveniently and hamanely more than emigrants 
coming across the Atlantic, although a voyage ona 
sea-going vessel from New York to New Orleans, 
at this season of the year, would probably be as 
long as one across the Atlantic. They believe that 
the soldiers could be crowded together more than 


- emigrants crossing the Atlantic, and they esti- 


mated that possibly six hundred soldiers might 
have been accommodated, whereas nine hundred 
and fifty were placed on board... When the ques- 
tion was saieal of Commodore Vanderbilt and of 
other gentlemen in connection with the expedition, 
why this was,and why they did not take naviga- 
tors,and why they did not see that there were in- 
struments and charts on board, the answer was, 
the Insurance companies and owners of the vessels 
took that risk, as though the Government had no 
risk in the lives of its valiant men whom it has en- 
listed under its banner and sent out on an expe- 
dition of this kind. The man who embarks his 


merchandise on board a ship has the option of | 


putting it on this vessel or on that; and I, exer- 


e1sing my volition asa passenger, can go or not £0; | 


L can go upon one ship or aponanother; but you 
order, you command your soldiers to go on board 
of a vessel, and they have no power to determine 
for themselves whether or not that vessel is sus- 
ceptible of carrying them safely, or whether they 
are going to be humanely or inhumanely packed 
when they get on board of it, 

Mr. President, | have not said, and I do not 
desive to say, much in regard to the manner in 
which these charter-parties were effected. It shows 
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Men making the mostopen prote ssions of loyalty 
and of patriotism and of perfect disinterestedness, 
coming before the committee and swearing that | 
they acted from such motives solely, were yet | 
compelled to admit—or one or two were—that in 
some instances they had received as high as six 
and a quarter per cent.; and I believe that since 
then—tor the committee desired to expedite the 
business, and make a report as speedily as possi- 
ble to the Senate—the committee have satisfied | 
their own minds that the per cent. was greater 
than was in testimony before them. 

I do not believe, sir, that the name of Commo- 
dore Vanderbilt should be stricken from this res- 
olution. lam not going to pass upon this measure 
and upon that gentleman be anything that he has | 
or has not done formerly. The question is not 
whether he has been generous to the Government 
by making a present to us of a fine steamship, 
but whether, in connection with this single trans- 
action which is now under consideration, he did 
his whole duty. I cannotlay my hand upon m 
heart and say,as a Senator, that | believe he did; 
and if we are going to condemn anybody by the 
passage of a resolution, I am prepared to con- 
demn him with the rest, 

Mr. MORRILL. In regard to the Banks ex- 
pedition, which is the subject-matter now before 
us, in the main, considered with reference to for- 
mer expeditions, I think the evidence authorizes 
the inference that it was well conducted. That 
there are many things to regret in regard to it, I 
fully agree with the honorable Senator from lowa; 
and the committee have endeavored faithfully to 
point out the facts which are to be regretted, and 
some of which | think deserve the animadversion 
of the measure of the honorable Senator from New 
Hampshire. So far as the facts developed shall 
enable the Government to benefit by this investi- | 





There are only two or three things of much 
importance that have been elicited in this investi- 
gation, and these relate particularly to the manner 
of chartering vessels for our military expeditions. 
The great error applicable to this expedition, and 
which I believe bas obtained in all other expedi- 
tions of a similar character that have been fitted 
out by the Government, seems to have been, so 
far as the Government was concerned, in allow- 
ing interested parties to intervene between the 

Government and the ship-owners, and for a con- 
sideration to themselves effect these charters. This 
transaction was not free from that difficulty; but 
when compared with former expeditions, so far as 
the committé¢e have been able to understand, it 
compares favorably in that respect; or, in other 
words, the Government seem to have learned 
something and profited somewhat by the facts 
which had come to its knowledge before this in- 
uiry. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
Maine will pardon the Chair. The morning hour 
having expired, it becomes the duty of the Chair 
to call up the unfinished business of yesterday. 
Mr. HALE. I hope we sha!l continue the con- 
sideration of this resolution. 

Mr. SUMNER. I really think we had better 
get a vote on this question. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. 
voting. ‘The discussion may take all day in re- 
gard to this question of fraud. 
Mr. MORRILL. I have no wish in regard to it. | 
I am willing that it should go over. 
The VICE PRESIDENT. The special order 
is before the Senate. 


LIGHT AT KENOSHA. 
Mr. DOOLITTLE submitted the following reso- 


| 
lution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
| 
j 
| 
} 


sent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Commerce be instruct- 
ed to inquire into the necessity of reérecting the light and 
repairing the pier upon which it is placed at Kenosha, in 
the State of Wisconsin. 


EMANCIPATION IN MISSOURI. 


Mr. TRUMBULL. I move to postpone all 

rior orders for the purpose of taking up House 
ili No. 634, giving aid to the State of Missouri 
for the purpose of securing the abolishment of 
slavery in said State. I believe the diplomatic ap- | 
propriation bill was laid aside yesterday in order | 
to enable the chairman of the Committee on For- | 
eign Relations to obtain some information, and 





gation, so far it will not have been in vain, 1] 


_THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. January 20, 


sr nceenneenapnennemiceenatoneenememan 


he is not ready, I presume, to go on with it this 
morning. 

Mr. SUMNER. I have not the information. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. The information has not 
arrived. I therefore move to take up the bill [ 
have mentioned. 

Mr. HALE. What is the special order? 

The VICE PRESIDENT. The unfinished 
| business of yesterday, which is the bill making 
| appropriations for the consular and diplomatic 
expenses, 

Mr. HALE. If that is not ready 

The VICE PRESIDENT. That is before the 
Senate, and the Senator from Illinois moves to 
postpone it for the purpose of taking up the bill 
which he has indicated in his motion. That is 
the question before the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I feel it my duty to say that | 
shall vote against that motion, because I wish one 
or two naval bills to be taken up, which were re- 
ported by the Committee on Naval Affairs, and | 
| think they are of quite as much importance as the 
bill indicated by the Senator from Illinois, 

Mr. HENDERSON. I rise merely to express 
the.hope that the Senate will take up the bill indi- 
cated by the Senator from Illinois, and act upon 
it either one way or the other. 

The question being puton Mr. TrumBuy’s mo- 
tion, there were, on a division—ayes 22, noes 13. 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate 
resumed, as in Committee of the Whole, the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. No. 634) giving aid 
to the State of Missouri for the purpose of secur- 
| ing the abolishment of slavery in said State; the 
pending question being on the amendment re- 
ported by the Committee on the Judiciary, to strike 
out all after the enacting clause of the bill and 
insert a substitute. 

Mr. HENDERSON, I move toamend the first 
section of the committee’s amendment by striking 
out, in lines twelve and thirteen, the words * of 
| $20,000,000,’’ and inserting, ‘‘ and in the manner 
hereinafter provided ;’’ so as to make the clause 
read, ** bonds of the United States to the amount 
and in the manner hereinafter provided.”’ 

Theamendment to the amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. HENDERSON. In line sixteen of the first 
section of the amendment I move to strike out 
** eighteen” and insert ** twelve;’’ so as to make 
the clause read, ** said bonds shall not be deliv- 
ered as herein directed unless the act of emanci- 
pation shall be adopted by said State within 
twelve months after the passage of this act.’ 

Theamendmentto the amendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. HENDERSON. In line seven of section 
two of the committee’s amendment I move to 
strike out the words ** whole amount of;’’ so as 
to read, ‘‘ the President shall cause said bonds to 
be prepared and delivered,’’ &c. 

Theamendmenttotheamendment wasagreed to. 


Mr. HENDERSON. In the same clause, in 
| line eight of section two, after the word ‘* bonds,” 
| I move to insert ‘* to the amount of $20,000,000.” 

Mr. TRUMBULL. These amendments are 
being made hastily; I have not been advised of 
them; and I should like to understand what their 
purport is. I hope the Senator from Missouri 
will explainthem. If they are merely alterations 











I see no probability of |! of phraseology, I have no objection; if they alter 


1 the principle of the amendment of the committec, 


I want to understand what they are. 
| Mr.HENDERSON. With one other emend- 
| ment that I shall propose they do alter the prin- 
ciple. 
| Mr. TRUMBULL. I desire the Senator to 
explajn what he proposes to accomplish by these 
amendments. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire to ameud the 
proposition of the Cummittee on the Judiciary so 
that the second section shall read as follows: 


| That in case the law or act of emancipation to be adopted 
| by said State shall provide for the full and perfect manu- 

mission of all the slaves therein on or before the 4th day of 
| July, A. D. 1865, and the future exclusion of the system of 
| slavery from the State forever thereafter, the President shall 
| cause bonds to the amount of $20,000,000 to be prepared and 
| delivered as aforesaid immediately on the passage of said 
| act. Butif it should provide for the termination of slavery 
at a date subsequent to that last named, then said bonds, to 
an amount not exceeding $10,000,000 in the aggregate, shall 
be delivered in four equal installments, dating from the pas- 
sage of such act to the time when slavery shall cease under 
its provisions. 


The Senate will see that the object of the amend- 
‘ments is simply this: if emancipation in the State 
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shall be immediate—that is, if the act passed by 


the Legislature shall provide for the exclusion of | 


slavery on or before the 4th of July, 1865, | pro- 
pose to. grant $20,000,000 for that purpose; and 
if it shall take place ata subsequent date, or if the 
Legislature, in other words, shall adopt a gradual 
sysiem ofemancipation, I propose that $10,000,000 
shall be granted; and I do it not because I desire 
to reduce the amount, but because I am satisfied 
that Senators will not vote for $20,000,000 under 
a gradual system of emancipation. I am satisfied 
that it cannot be carried; and I do not desire to 
ask that which I know will not be granted by the 
body. I will state to the Senator that I have been 
instructed, as it were, by the Legislature on this 
subject; that is to say, ay have passed a joint 
resolution asking for $25,000, 

| know it is useless for me to ask for that; I am 
satisfied that the Senate will not pass a bill grant- 
ing over $20,000,000; and I desire to amend the 
bill in such shape, and to have it immediately 
acted upon, that the Legislature of my State may 


know what Congress is willing to do. I am will- | 
ing to take the least possible amount that I be- | 


lieve we can get along with; and if it is given, I 
hope that the Legislature will accept it. The Sen- 
ator will see the object of the amendments. 
Mr.SHERMA I think the pending amend- 
ment fixes the amount, and I think the Senate 
ought to take a decisive vote upon it. 
looked over this bill, and I have made up my 
mind precisely what I will do. 
pledge we made a year ago, I am willing to vote 


$10,000,000 in the bonds of the United States to | 


the State of Missouri. I would prefer a system 


of gradual emancipation to a system of immediate | 


emancipation. I will not vote for granting any 
more money. I have made up my mind on the 
subject. I think $10,000,000 is as much as we 
ought to allow the State of Missouri under the 
circumstances. 


and they ought not to receive anything. 


Missouri desires, the sum of $10,000,000 to aid 
that State in emancipating herself from the system 


of slavery; and if I were preparing the bill I would | 
prefer to provide for a system of gradual emanci- | 
pation rather than a system of immediate eman- | 


cipation. It will be better for the State and better 
for the negroes, I think. That is my conviction 
often expressed. I will not vote for any more, I 
do not care in what form the question is taken. I 
will vote for the original bill with pleasure. That 
fixes the amount at $10,000,000. Twenty mil- 
lions, I think, ought not to be granted under the 
circumstances, and ought not to be asked. That 
is the view I take of it; I shall not detain the Sen- 
ate by entering into any argument. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire, sir, in reply to 
the remarks made by the Senator from Ohio, to 
say that if the Legislature of my State shall agree 
to adopt a s$stem of gradual emancipation as in- 
dicated bY himself, I have no doubt whatever that 
they could get along with $10,000,000; but that 
system of emancipation must be very gradual 
indeed. I believe that since an investigation has 
been made in this matter in the Legislature of the 
State, the papers of the State and the members of 
the Legislature, of all parties, admit that there are 
not less than one hundred thousand slaves in the 
State of Missouri at present. The Senator says 
that a great many of the people of Missouri are 
disloyal. ‘That is true, sir; but there are nota 
great many slaveholdersin Missouri whose slaves 
are or will be manumitted under the confiscation 
act of the last session of Congress. 

I desire to call the Senator’s attention to one dif- 

culty in the way of emancipation by our corf&ti- 
tution. We cannot emancipate in the State of 
Missouri, under our constitution, without paying 
the owners for their property. I do not desire to 
pay any owner whose slave on been manumitted 
under the laws of Congress. I am as far from it 
as any individual. 1 do not ask for that; but if 


we undertake to liberate at all, we are bound to | 


pay;and I do not want emancipation except under 
thé constitution of the State, and according to that 
we cannot emancipate without paying the owners; 


and if we adopt the time fixed in the committee’s | 


amendment, 1876, the Senator himself will see 
that we cannot pay forthe slaves with $10,000,000. 

I have intimated to the Senate that I wish to 
extend this time to 1885 or 1890; and if thatisdone, 
possibly $10,000,000 may be sufficient for the pur- 


I have | 


To carry out the | 


Many of her people are disloyal, | 
I am | 
willing to vote, in any form the Senator from | 


| 
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poses of emancipation in the State. But the Sen- 
ator, by making the computation in his own mind, 
will find that in the thirteen years to clapse be- 
tween this and 1876, even though he were to de- 
clare all slaves born in the State after the present 


| time to be free at their birth, it would be utterly 


000 for this purpose. || 





impossible that we could, with $10,000,000, pay || 


GLOBE. 


for the slaves manumitted between this and 1876. || 
Therefore, I desire, inasmuch as a large number | 
of the members of our Legislature are in favor of || 


immediate emancipation, to so frame the bill that 


if the majority of them be desirous of that system, | 


there may be enough granted in the bill to secure 
emancipation within the next few years. 


On the | 


other hand, I think it altogether likely thata ma- | 
jority may coincide with the Senator from Ohio, | 


and adopt a system of gradual emancipation. I || 


do not now express an opinion upon that subject; | 
but I am very much disposed to agree with the 
Senator from Ohio in his views upon that matter, | 


I prefer that the bill shall be so worded that it may || 


enable the majority of the Legislature to agree 
upon some system, and to get rid of slavery in 
the State. That is my only desire. I wish to get 
rid of slavery, and at the same time to do justice 
to the slaveholders of the State, at least those who 
have been loyal Union men from the beginning 
of the rebellion up to the present time; and I can 
assure the Senate that much the larger portion of 
the slaveholders of the State are of that class. 

[ hope, sir, that the amendments which I have 
indicated will be adopted. I could repeat the rea- 
sons I gave a few days ago for the passage of this 
bill, but I need not do so. 
suggesting to the Senator from Ohio that, in acer- 
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Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I see, Mr. 
President, very clearly the importance of aiding 
the State of Missouri to emancipate her slaves. | 
see and feel the importance of making that great 
State, situated as it is in the central region of the 
Republic, a free and loyal State. Iam ready to 
give my vote to aid that State to become free, by 
paying money out of the Treasury of the United 
States. This is no new opinion of mine. | have 
felt for many months, while we were spending 


| tens of millions of dollars to maintain the author- 


ity of the Federal Government in thatgreat State, 
that if a portion of the money thus expended 


| could be given to aid in abolishing slavery thers, 


we should secure peace and domestic tranquilluy 
within the State and bind it to the Union by in- 
terest and affection. The House of Represeniu- 
tives passed this bill under the lead of Mr. Novant, 
a Representative of the State of Missouri. ‘The 
bill proposes immediate emancipation in that 
State, and grants $10,000,000 for that purpose; 
and the bill also provides that nothing shall be 


| paid for slaves brought into the State hereafter, 
|} and that nothing shall be paid to persons who 


have given aid and comfort to this rebellion. ‘The 
bill in that form passed the House of Represent- 
atives, under the lead of a Representative from 
the State of Missouri, by a most decisive vote. 
We sent it to the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and it comes back with this amendment, strik- 
ing out immediate emancipation—permitting that 
State to emancipate in 1876—twelve or thirteen 


|| years hence; and striking out $10,000,000 and in- 


[ content myself with | 


Governmentand forthe State of Missouri toeman- | 


cipate immediately. I cannottell what the future 


may bring forth. 


Circumstances may arise that | 


would make it the very best policy to emancipate | 
within the next two or three years, or, in fact, im- | 


mediately; and if that should be the case, the very 
policy that would demand any appropriation at 


all would demand an appropriation sufficient to | 
enable us to adopt an immediate system; and | 


therefore I hope that the amendments which I have 
suggested will be adopted. 

Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. Mr. President, 
if this proposition was to be submitted directly to 
the people of Missouri, I should content myself 
by voting against it upon constitutional grounds 


without intermeddling in relation to the particular | 


amendments that may be presented; but as I un- 
derstand it is proposed that the present General 


Assembly now in session in our State shall ac- | 


complish this work, I undertake to say that the 
Legislature, under the bill as it is now framed, 
cannot accomplish the object; and if the bill be 
passed in the shape in which it has been reported 
from the committee, it will end in disappointment 
and confusion, without resulting in any good. I, 
therefore, before this bill shall have been con- 
cluded, will offer such amendments to the prop- 
osition as may perhaps enable the Legislature to 
comply with it. There are certain constitutional 
restrictions with which the Legislature of Mis- 
souri has to contend on this subject of slavery, 
and those provisions must be complied with. For 
example, the amount that is to be paid to the slave- 
holders of that State, is not a legislative question, 
and cannot be made so. The Legislature may not 
say that any individual shall only receive so much 
for his slave; but the valuation of a slave in Mis- 
souri is a judicial question to be determined by 


right and upon evidence; and if this bill shall be | 


passed, even with anappropriation of $20,000,000, 
it will not be compensation to the slaveholders of 
Missouri for their property. I shall, therefore, 
before this bill shall have been put upon its final 
passage, take the liberty to offer several important 
amendments thereto; one of them will be to in- 
crease the amount, so that if it is desired by the 
Legislature of Missouri to emancipate the slaves, 
they shall have it in their power to do so; for I 
believe they have not the constitutional power, 
under the constitution of the State of Missouri, 
to emancipaté the slaves under the propositions 
contained in this bill. 

As I remarked before, sir, if this question was 
to be submitted directly to the people of Missouri, 
to be considered by them, as in my opinion it 


should be, I should not have a word to say, be- | 


cause I know they would be entirely competent 
to take care of their.own rights and interests. 


serting $20,000,000 as the rate of compensation. 


| This amendment strikes out the a forbid- 
tain event, it may be the very best policy for the || 


ding payment for slaves brought inte the State 
after the passage of the act; and also the provis- 
ion refusing to pay persons who give aid and 
comfort to the enemies of the country; and inserts 
a provison refasing to pay for slaves emancipated 
under the confiscation act of last summer. 

With these provisions in the amendment, I shall 
not vote for it. I shall not give my vote to aid in 
permitting the State of Missouri to hold men in 
hendane thirteen years longer. I desire to see that 
State free, and free now; free within a very few 
years at least. 

But we are told that this proposed compensation 
of $20,000,000 will not pay for the slaves of Mis- 
souri. Sir, 1 do not believe the slaves in the State 
of Missouri put up at auction to-day would sell 
for $20,000,000. It may be that the slaves of that 


| State number one hundred thousand; but I am sure 





| tion. 


of one thing, that those owned by loyal men do 
not number sixty thousand. Sir, the slaveholders 
of that State, at any rate a majority of them in that 
as in all the States, perhaps with the exception of 
Maryland and Delaware and West Virginia, are 


| and have been in sympathy with this rebellion, for 
| it is nothing more nor less than a slaveholders’ 
| rebellion. Slavery is written on the forehead of 


the rebellion. 

Sir, we have settled bya resolution of the Con- 
gress of the United States that we will aid these 
loyal States in emancipating their slaves, By that 
resolution I understand that we pledged the faith 
of the nation to aid these States in emancipation, 
but we did not pledge our faith that we would pry 
any price asked for the slaves by their masters. 
I understand that resolution to mean that we, the 
people of the United States, are ready to put our 
hands in our pocketsand to contribute of our means 
to aid the loyal people of the loyal States to rid 
themselves of slavery. It was to be an aid te 
emancipation, not a fui and complete compensa- 
Sir, every man knows that if slavery had 
never existed in the State of Missouri; if that State, 
in 1820, had entered the list of free Common- 
wealths, it would have from five hundred thou- 
sand to one million more inhabitants to-day than 
it has now; that instead of being desolated from 
one end to the other, instead of the tramp of armed 
men over its broad, rich fields, and the desolations 
of war around its dwellings, it would be the 
foremost Commonwealth west of the Alleghany 
mountains. By her geographical position; by her 


| agricultural and mineral resources; by everything 


| west of the anaes 


the God of nature gave her, she is the first State 
mountains. To-day she 
would have been the first State west of the mount- 
ains, had it not been for the blighting curse of sla- 
very. Abolish slavery in Missouri this day, blot 
it out at once and forever, and let peace and order 
come to Missouri and the country, and that abo- 
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lition, within the next six or eight years, will add 


ry 
| 


to her hundreds of thousands of inhabitants and || 


hundreds of millions of dollars of wealth. Every- 


body knows it who has studied the effect of sla- | 


very upon the growth, development, and pros- 
perity of a State. By the abolition of slavery she 


would increase in population, in wealth, in power, | 


in resources, and in everything that makes a great 
State. With these results a fixed certainty, proved 
by the history of every State and county and town- 
ship of the Republic daring its whole existence, 
one would think that the people of that State would 
at once seize the occasion to wipe out this institu- 
tion, that has blasted that State and brought upon 
it the withering desolations of war. By the pro- 
visions of their constitution, they cannot do it 
without making a compensation to the slavehold- 
ers, and therefore I am ready to give my vote to 
tax the toiling men of my State; to tax the farm- 
ers, the mechanics, the merchants, the fishermen 
on the coasts of New England, to blot slavery out 
of the State. Yes,sir, 1 am ready to tax my own 
barren New England so as to more effectual! 
crush out this rebellion, give domestic anaple 
lity, increase of population and of wealth to that 
great empire State of the West. I shall vote the 
money of Massachusetts with all my heart for 
emancipation in Missouri; but, sir, it must be 
emancipation now or within a few years. | care 
far less for the money than for the time. I am 
for making it a free State with free influences in 
my day and generation. 

1 admit that in a great State where slavery ex- 
isted, as it doesin some of the slave States, grad- 
ual emancipation might be the best; butin a State 
like Missouri or Delaware or Maryland or West 
Virginia, the sooner it is removed the better for 
all, masters and slaves. We heard about grad- 
ual emancipation in this District last year, when 
we paid $300 for every slave, whea we paid more 
than they were worth, more than they would 
have sold for here that day, or would sell for here 
this day of our Lord. ‘Then we were generous 
and liberal with our own; we paid, in the aggre- 
gate, $300 each for old men and old women and 
little babies, and strong men and strong women. 
When we did thatact of beneficence, we heard this 
talk about gradualism; but we saw, sir, that the 
sooner slavery was blotted out, the sooner it would 
cease to be felt or remembered. The three thou- 
snod slaves passed at once into the body of the free- 
men of this Distriet; nobody knowsanythingabout 
the change to-day,except that they are all free, and 
that the capital of this Christian Republic is free 
forever. 

I cannot vote for this amendment of the Judi- 
ciary Committee; and I must express my amaze- 
ment that such a proposition comes from that 
committee. When the House of Representatives, 
under the lead of a distinguished member from 
the State of Missouri, passed the bill for the eman- 
cipation to take place by the 4th of July, 1865, 
which may be called immediate, and to exclude 
all slaves hereafter brought into the State, and to 
pay only slave masters who have not given aid 
and comfort to the enemies of the country, and 
te appropriate $10,000,000, | am nota little sur- 
prised that the Senate committee should put the 
word ** gradual” in place of immediate, and 1876 
instead of 1865, and allow slaves to be brought 
into the State to be paid for, and then to pay for 
all slaves except those who have been or may be 
emancipated by the confiscation act, and to give 

20,000,000. These propositions | cannot vote 
fer unless they are ‘aleeke amended. We stand 
committed to aid these loyal States, and I intend 
to act up to our pledge in good faith. Before | 
left home [I wrote to Mr, Brown, a distinguished 
gentleman in Missouri, in regard to the policy of 
tendering aid to the State. When 1 came here I 
consulted the Attorney General, and he requested 
me to introduce the bill to aid emancipation. | 
am committed to this policy. And, sir, | desire 
to go further. I desire not only to aid Missouri, 
now that she has an emancipation Legislature 
elected, but | desire to make a reasonable prop- 
osition to West. Virginia, to Delaware, and to 
Maryland. If they chose to accept it, then we 
should have so much of this country under the 
peaceful, loyal, and ennobling influences of frec- 
dam. Sir, we have the proclamation emancipa- 
ting slaves in the rebel States. Kentucky and 
Tennessee, that have been exempted, have a large 
number of slawes, and there is very little disposi- 
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tion manifested yet to accept any aid from the | 


Government; but in the other border States we 
know that there are large masses of men willing 


to accept at once any reasonable proposition to 
aid emancipation. 


Mr. KENNEDY. Will the honorable Senator 


allow me to ask him one question on that point? 


"Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Has there been any inti- 
mation atall from the State of Maryland of a will- 
ingness on the part of that State to accept any 
such aid ? 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I assure the 
Senator that some of the first men of that State, 
and some of the best men of that State, are ex- 
ceedingly anxious that this Congress shall make 
an offer to that State to aid emancipation. 

Mr. KENNEDY. Not among the slavehold- | 
ers, | presume. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. Some of the | 
largest slaveholders in the State are for compen- | 
sated emancipation, | 

| 


Mr. KENNEDY. I was not really aware of it. 
Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. I shall move 


| an amendment to the amendment proposed by the || o, west Virginia, nor to any person or persons Who may at 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I desire to ask a question 
of the chairman of the committee which reports | 


| this substitute for the bill. I notice that in the || 
| original bill, as it passed the other House, the ex- | 


pression is used, ‘a good, valid, and constitu- 
tional act ofemancipation.’’ Inthe substitute that | 
expression is stricken out,and it simply says, ‘‘a 
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— 
| of Missouri, Maryland, Delaware, or West Virginia has 
adopted a law, ordinance, or other provision for te eman- 
cipation of all the slaves therein, and for the exclusion of 
slavery forever thereafter from such State, it shall be his 
duty to prepare and deliver to the Governor of such State 
as shall so provide, to the Governor of Missouri 818,000,000 
to the Governor of Maryland $18,000,000, to the Governor 
of Delaware $300,000, and t0 the Governor of West Vir- 
ginia $1,500,000, in bonds of the United States, bearing in- 
terest at the rate of five per cent. per annum, and payable 
thirty years after the date thereof, to be used by such State 
| to compensate for the inconveniences produced by such 
| change of system: Provided, that the said bonds shall not 
be delivered, as herein directed, unless the act of emanci- 
pation shall be adopted by such State within eighteen 
mouths after the passage of this act, nor unless said act 
shall provide that slavery or involuntary servitude within 
such State, except in punishment of crime, shall forever 
cease and determine on some day not later than the 4th day 
of July, 1865, and never afterwards be introduced therein, 
Sec. 2. 4nd be it further enacted, That the said semi- 
annual interest shall be payable, and said bonds shall be re- 
deemable, out of moneys to be hereafter appropriated by 
Congress, and shall be reimbursed to the Treasury of the 
| United States from the property of rebels confiscated to the 
Government by the rules of war, or by virtue of any act of 
Congress, or from the proceeds thereof, 
| Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That no compensation 
| shall be paid out of the proeveds of the bonds hereby pro- 


|| vided for, for any slave hereafter to be imported or brought 


| into either of the States of Missouri, Maryland, Delaware, 


any time have engaged in, or in any manner aided, the pres- 
ent rebellion, or who may in any wise have willfully given 
aid and comfort to the rebels, or incited or encouraged the 
| present rebellion; or who may at any time have accepted 

and held any office, either civil, naval, or military, under 
| the so-called confederate States of America, or sball have 
|| willingly taken the oath of allegiance to the so-called con- 
| federate States ; or who may have willfully refused to take 


|| the oath of allegiance to the Government of the United 
|| States when thereto required by any military or civil au 


law, ordinance, or other provision for the gradual || thority of the United States, or of said States of Missouri, 
or immediate emancipation of all the slaves.’’ I || Maryland, dnd bef or West Virginia. 


should like to%know the reason for that change. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. The House bill provides 

for the delivery of the bonds when the p 

shall be satisfied that a good; valid, and constitu- 

tional act of emancipation has been passed. I did 

not suppose that his acting upon the question 

would affect the validity of the law one way or 


| the other. The substitute provides that the faith 


of the State of Missouri and of the United States 
shall be pledged to carry out the provisions of this 
act, in case it is accepted by the State of Mis- 
souri. I did not suppose it added any went 


whatever to put in the word * constitutional,’” | 
The bill is justas well without it as with it. The | 


Mr. FESSENDEN., Yes it is. 
Mr. TRUMBULL. An unconstitutional act is 


resident | 


Sec. 4. 4nd be it further enacted, That upon the enact 
ment of laws by either of the States referred to in this act, 
|| and accepting its provisions, and adopting laws for the full 
and perfect manumission of all the slaves therein, on or 
before the 4th day of July, A. D. 1865, and the future ex- 
clusion of the system of slavery from the State forever there- 
after, the faith of the United States and of either of the said 
States will be pledged to carry out the terms of the compact 
thus created. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question 
| is on the amendment proposed by the Senator 
| from Missouri, {Mr. Henperson. } 
| Mr. KENNEDY. [If it is in order, I should 


like to move an amendment to the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amend- 


‘amendment proposed by the Senator from Mis- 


actis no law atal! if it is unconstitutional. || ment just read is not now before the Senate. The 
| 


clearly not a law; ithas no force whatever. There 
is no design in leaving out that phrase. There 


is sufficient provision made on that point in the | 


substitute, for it provides— 


That whenever satistactory evidence shall be presented 
to the Pregident of the United States that the State of Mis- 
souri has adopted a Jaw, ordinance, or other provision for 
the gradual or immediate emancipation of all the slaves 
therein, and the exclusion of slavery forever thereafter from 
said State, it shall be his duty to prepare and deliver to the 
Governor of said State, &c. 

It is further provided that the faith of the Uni- 
ted States and of the State of Missouri-shall be 
pledged to carry out the terms of the compact thus 
made. I think that is as strong as you can make 
it. There is certainly no objection to insertin 
the word ** constitutional’’ before the word *‘ law, 
if it is insisted upon. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Lane, of 
Kansas, in the chair.) The Chair desires to state 
that the amendment which has been sent to the 
desk by the Senator from Massachusetts is not 
now in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. It is an 
amendment to the amendment. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary propose an amendment to the 
entire bill; the pending amendment is one pro- 
posed by the Senator from Missouri to that amend- 
ment. Theamendment of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts is not now in order. 

Mr. WILSON, of Massachusetts. My propo- 
sition is to amend the substitute. If Senatorsdo 
not think proper to vote for it at this time, | am 
not desirous of pressing it; but I present it to show 
what I would do if IL had my way. I desire, at 
any rate, to have it read. 

he PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no 
objection, the proposition sent to the Chair by the 
Senator from Massachusetts will] be read. 
The Secretary read, as follows: 


That whenever satisfactory evidence shail be ted 
to the President of the United States that either the States 


| souri [Mr. Henperson] is before the Senate. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. The Senator 
| from Massachusetts has referred, in the course of 
his argument, to the fact that slaves may be intro- 
duced inte the State of Missouri after the passage 
of this act of emancipation. In that he is correct. 
I have the constitution of that State before me, 
and it provides that so long as a slave remains in 
|| the State of Missouri, bona fide emigrants may in- 
| troduce similar persons from other States. There- 
fore, if the amendment proposed by the commit- 
tee should be adopted, and 1876 shall be fixed as 
the time for this emancipation to take effect, cer- 
tainly all the citizens of the State of Missouri, 
and all who chose to emigrate there, would have 
the right to take their slaves with them, and bring 
slaves in. I will read the clause in the constitu- 
tion, in order that it may be understood: 


“The General Assembly shall have no power to pass 
laws— 

“First, For the emancipation of slaves, without the con- 
sent of their owners, or without paying them, before such 
emancipation, a full equivalent for such slaves so emanci- 
pated; and, 

** Second, To prevent bona fide emigrants to this State, 
or actual settlers therein, from bringing from any of the 
United States, or from any of their Territories, such per 
sons as may there be deemed to be slaves, so long as any 
persons of the same description are allowed to be held a* 
slaves by the laws of this State.’’ 


Mr. FESSENDEN. I confess, Mr. President, 
that | am somewhat surprised at the change tha: 
has begn made by the Committee on the Judiciary 
in the bill passed by the House of Representa- 
tives. Lam not clear, however, or at any rate not 
so clear as my friend from Massachusetts is, that 
we are under any pledge to make any appropria- 
tion for the purpose of paying for slaves in the 
several States. The recommendation of the Presi- 


dent, as I understood it,and I believe | commented 
on it at the time, and the resolution we passed, 
was that the United States ought to aid any State 
that wished to abolish slavery; not that Congress 
ought to do it; and the question was started then 
whether Congress, without a change of the Con- 
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stitution, or some special authority given, would || very strangely, in my judgment, if we were to | 
| press on the State a larger sum than seems to be | 


have a right to appropriate from the Treasury any 
amount of money for this purpose. I presume it 


that the resolution was worded as it was, and that 
the recommendation came from the President as 
it did, an expression that the United States ought 


to assist the States in paying for the slaves that | 
might be emancipated, if they chose to adopt such | 


a policy. What may be the true construction of 
it, I do not undertake now to say. If this meas- 
ure can be defended, in my judgment it must be 
defended as a matter that in this time of war would 
be advisable, necessary, perhaps, with a view to 
the more speedy and effectual suppression of the 
rebellion. In that point of view, we may have 
authority to pass it. 

The bill of the House of Representatites comes 
from a Representative from Missouri; and what 
does it propose? 
mitted, and the language is peculiar. In the first 
place, that ‘* the Government of the United States 
will, upon the passage by said State of a good ard 
valid act of emancipation,’’ do so and so. The 
Committee on the Judiciary has changed that 
phraseology, and simply said that the bonds shall 
be delivered upon the passage of alaw. Now, sir, 
we need not go to any refinements on this ques- 
tion. é 
upon the statute- ook of the State of Missouri 


pears to be sufficient to accomplish the purpose. 

In all these particulars I like the bill of the 
Touse of Representatives very much better than 
| the substitute recommended by our committee. 
My friend from Massachusetts has alluded to 
several provisions in the House bill—I shall not 
detain the Senate by going over them—which are 


\| also careful safeguards with regard to this mat- 


Several propositions are sub- | 


An act a be passed which will be a law | 


emancipating her slaves, and yet that law may | 


have no valid or constitutional effect whatever; 
and it was with a view, as I understand, to apro- 
vision in the constitution of the State of Missouri 
upon that subject that the bill was guarded in this 
way, that the law to be passed should be a good 
and valid act. It was with a view to that, also, 
that it might be made so by the people, that atime 
was stated within which it might be done—that is, 
within one year from the year 1863. The language 
is, ** that such act be passed within one year from 
and after the Ist day of January, 1863, for imme- 
diate emancipation.’”? That time was given in 
order to effect the purpose, and it was with a view 
to that particular difficulty, as I understand, that 
the act was so framed. 


Yow will notice that the same thing is repeated | 


in the later part of the bill as it was passed by the 
House of Representatives, ‘* that said bonds shall 
be deliverable to the Governor of the State of Mis- 


souri whenever the President shall be satisfied that | 


a good, valid, and constitutional act of emancipa- 
tion shall have been passed.’’ Now, sir, if we 
simply appropriate a given amount of money to be 
handed over to the State of Missouri when a law 
shall be passed by that State, without inquiring 
whether that law has any effect to emancipate the 
slaves, we may deprive ourselves of our money 
and yet not accomplish our object legally; and it 
was with a view to that that the bill was so 
= in the other House as to provide that be- 
ore the money shall be paid, the President should 


be satisfied that the act passed produced the effect | 
All that, however, has been | 


which was desired. 
stricken out by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
and if the bill be amended as they propose, there is 
noguard whatever upon that anticipated difficulty, 
for I think [ am justified in saying that it was an- 
ticipated. 

here is another ground on which that is put. 
It does not pretend to interfere with details, bat it 





says to the people of Missouri, * if you will ac- | 
complish a certain purpose within a certain time, | 


we will pay you so much money.”” We do not 
pretend, nor did the resolution that we passed last 
year to which the Senator from Massachusetts has 


referred pretend, that the Government would pay || 


the whole value of the slaves even of loyal persons, 
but simply that it would assist the States who were 
disposed to emancipate their slaves, in bringing 
bout a result so much to be desired in every par- 
ticular. The bill of the Hollse of Representatives 
8 well, in my judgment much better than the 
proposition of the Committee on the Judiciary, 
which places the act far chead, and makes condi. 
tions and contingencies. I think it better to sim- 
ply pass over a certain sum of money when the 
object is clearly accomplished. That is coming up 
to our pledge. It is coming up to our pledge, if 
any pledge was given, when we pass the bill which 
was introduced by a Representative from Mis- 
souri,advocated by him, carried through the other 
House by him. hen the bill has come to the 
Senate under those circumstances, we should act 


| ter, but which are omitted in the proposed substi- 
tute. I wish to say here, however, that there is 
one provision in the bill which I cannot support. 
[ allude to the clause with regard to deportation. 

The second clause of the first section reads in 
this way: ‘* that in the event of the adoption by 
the said State of abolishment of slavery therein, 
as hereinbefore provided, the Government of the 
United States will employ all reasonable means 
for the deportation of such of said emancipated 
| slaves,”’ &c. 

That pledge is one which I am not willing to 
give. I do not intend by any voteof mine to go 
_any further than we have gone on that subject, 
| beyond the very limited number of slaves in the 
District of Columbia, | am not willing to appro- 
priate any money whatever out of the Treasury 
of the United States for the purpose of taking 
these people out of the country. If we attempt 
it, we are plunging into an unknown ocean, and 
a boundless ocean of expenditure; we are pledg- 
ing ourselves to what we may not be able to carry 
out, and what I doubt very much whether -we 
should ever attempt to carry out. We have cer- 
tainly given no promise on that head, either ex- 
press or implied, that we would go any further, 


as were disposed to etnancipate their slaves, not 


not vote for that clause of the bill; Iam not gatis- 
fied with it; I cannot give my assent to it in any 


bill if that clause remains in it. 

I rose, sir, to suggest that the bill before us is 
better than the proposed substitute, because it is 
satisfactory to the House of Representatives, sat- 
isfactory to the Representative from the State of 





amount. I have no belief that the slaves in Mis- 
souri, or any other State, on theaverage, are worth 
to-day, or were ever worth, $300. We fixed the 
price very high inthis District. I have been told 
by a distinguished citizen of Maryland that the 
people of Maryland, or rather the owners of 
slaves who make the laws, had fixed $158 as the 
average rate of valuation for slaves in that State 
for the purpose of taxation. The Senator from 
Maryland can tell me whether I am right or not. 

Mr. KENNEDY. [am not aware, really, of 
any action ever having been taken upon that; nor 
do I know of any assessment law of that kind. 

Mr FESSENDEN. I am assured that thatis, 
as fixed by law, the average rate of valuation of 
slaves in the State of Maryland for the purpose 
of taxation. 

Mr. KENNEDY. The Senator wil! allow me 
to say that before the intercourse between thc 
middle States and the South was broken up, 
slaves bore as high a value in the State of Mary 


| satisfactory’to the State itself, and lager than ap- | 
was with a view to that constitutional objection || 


that we would assist in their deportation. [shall | 





or recommend the people of the United States to | 
go any further, than simply to assist such States | 


way; and I am not certain that I can vote for the | 
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state that I have observed that sales have been 
made in several parts of our State recently, and 
that the value of men has been from $400 to $600. 
I have also noticed that slaves have been hired in 
several counties, the county in which my col- 
league resides for one, as high as $160 for the year. 

Mr. FESSENDEN., If the value of able-bodied 
men in that State is from $400 to $600, you could 
easily guess what the average would be when 
you take in the old men and the women and the 
children, Itis manifest that it would not come up 
to $300, or even to $200, or $150, in my judgment. 
But | was speaking of the law of Maryland, which 
fixed the valuation of slaves, for purposes of tax- 
ation, before this rebellion. Everybody knows 
that in States where slavery exists, the slave- 
holders make the laws. If, for the purpose of 
ee taxation and throwing it on labor, they 
fixed a low valuation, let us hold them to it. 
When we come to buy, let us hold them to some- 
thing like their own valuation of their sitves when 
they were paying taxes on them. I believed at 
the time the law was passed making $300 the 
average in this District, it was altogether too high. 
In my judgment, it ought not to have been half 
that; but m that case the sum total was small, 
and I did not undertake to quarrel over it. I do 
not want a quarrel here. 1 do not care anything 
about the average value that may be fixed in a 
State, because I am opposed to fixing any. If we 
are to apropriate anything, | would rather ap- 
propriate a sum in gross, provided slavery is 
utterly abolished inthe State, and then the object 


| is accomplished, the money is paid, and we have 


Missouri who intreduced and advocated it, is less | 
in amount, proposing to appropriate only half | 
as much, and yet, in my judgment, a sufficient | 


land as they did in the State of Louisiana. Their | 


you can estimate their real value, was as high in 


South Carolina. I do not know what the inform- 
ation is that the Senator has received, but I am 
perfectly sure in my own mind thatthe valuation 
which he has stated would be greatly too low. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. With reference to that, 
I take it that the people of the country are not re- 
sponsible for any falling off in the value of slaves 


bellion. We must take the present value, and if 
we go according to the present value in the State 
of Missouri, uncertain as the tenure is 


Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. 





point? 
Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. WILSON, of Missouri. In relation to the 


oe 


annual hire, which is the only means by which | 


Maryland asin Virginia, North Carolina, oreven | 


in one State or another in consequence of the re- | 


Will the Sena- | 
tor from Maine allow me to say a word on this | 


nothing further to do with it; and a great objectit 
will be to the country at large, but infinitely greater 
to the State where the thing is done. 

With these remarks I have expressed my own 
notions about these two bills, and I am prepared 
to act upon thém. 

Mr. HENDERSON. I desire, sir, to make one 
remark in reference to the bill that came from the 
House-of Representatives. Iam very well aware 
that that measure was introduced in that body, 
though not exactly in the shape in which itpassed, 


| by one of the Representatives from my State. | 
| believe that he and one other were the only two of 


her Representatives that supported the bill in that 
body. I do not arrogate to myself any know!l- 


| edge superior to the knowledge possessed by any 


member of the House of Representatives from my 
State; but I ought to be supposed to know as 


much about emancipation in the State of Missouri 
| as he who never raised his voice in its favor atany 


| raise his voice in favor of it. 


time when it was necessary thatsome man should 
I apprehend, sir, 
that I know at least as much about the feelings of 


| the people of Missouri; as much about the number 


of the slaves there; as much about the value of 
those slaves, as any representative on the floor of 


| either House. 


I took ground last summer in favor of this prop- 
osition after ithad been submitted to the people of 
the border States, by a resolution that was adopt- 
ed almost unanimously by both branches of Con- 
gress. I told the people that in good faith the 
Congress of the United States would come up and 
meet us upon a proposition of this character if we 
would rid ourselves of an institution which was 
supposed to be in the way of peace. 

Mr. President, we have expended already, I 
apprehend, $1,000,000,000 in this war. Whatis 
the cause of this war? Do gentlemen tell me it is 
alavery? If it is, Mr. President, this is yet the 
cheapest way to end the war. Ido not know, sir, 
but that it is the only way in which it ever will 
be ended. Sir, I desire to preserve the Union of 
these States, and there is no sacrifice that | would 
not make in order to accomplish thatend. If there 
is any aspiration in my heart that rises above all 
others, it is a desire that this country should again 
be reunited in the bonds of fellowship that once 
bound us together. Sir, I look upon amounts of 
money that may be appropriated as mere chaff 


| when weighed in the balance with the blessings of 


this Union, that we may enjoy again if the proper 
olicy -be pursued on our part. [I cannot for my 
ife see the reason influencing gentlemen when they 
willingly vote millions and hundreds of millions 
of dollars, provided that money is stained with 
blood, and yet tremble when one tenth of the 


| amount would effect ten thousand times more in 


| the 7 of peace and union and harmony. 
value of the slaves in the State of Missouri, I will |: 


Sir, | never have falteréd in my defense of the 
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Union from the first day that treason was spoken 
on the floor of this body. In a slaveholding 
State | took the ground, when Robert Toombs 
first announced in this body that he was a traitor | 


and a rebel to his country, that he should have 
been seized by the authorities and imprisoned 
unul the rebellion was over, if not hung as high 
as Haman. [Applause in the galleries.} Sir, I 
took that position in a State where it was almost 
dangerous for a man to take it; yea, it was dan- | 
gerous. From that day to this, through good and 


a : i] 
Sir, under your internal revenue law of last ses- | 


| 
sion, the city of St. Louis has sent to your Treas- 
ury Department more money than Cincinnati and | 
Chicago put together. If you will only enable us | 
now to adopt a system by which we can develop | 
the great resources of our State, by which we can | 


break down that sympathy which binds some of 
our people to an unholy rebellion against a good 
Government, I tell you that in the course of ten 
years from now we shall be able to put into your 
exchequer money enough to pay it back forty 
times over. Now is the moment; now is the ac- 
cepted time. If ever you intend to do anything 
to carry out your pledges that you are opposed to 
the institution of slavery, now is that time. Sir, 


| if you flinch now, if you flinch at this accepted 
| time, what confidence will be placed in your as- 


through evil report, L have followed, in the wake 
of more distinguished men, in vindication of the 
Constitution aud the perpetuity of this glorious 
Union of ours; and, sir, whatever may be the con- || 
sequences in the future; whatever may be the 
course of this body; whatever may be the differ- 
enee between them and me in regard to policy, I 


expect to keep an eye fixed upon the preservation 
of our institutions, And | intend to pursue the road 
that looks to the reéstablishment of this Union, if | 
I know that road. Sir, if I fail to do anything to 
restore it back again as we once had it, it will be 
the fault of the head, not of the heart. 


Mr. President, [ do not propose that this Con- || 


gress shall pay for slaves in Missouri. I do not 
want your bill to say, and | have purposely pre- 
pared it so that itshall not say, that you vote this | 


sertions hereafter by the people? You said that 
this institution was in the way of peace; you said 


| that it was an incubus on the prosperity of this 


country; you said that the rebellion was a slave- 
holders’ rebellion; you said that it was necessary | 


|| to remove slavery from the country before peace 


could be brought back; you made a fair proposi- | 
tion, an honorable proposition to the States; my | 
State has accepted it. Now is the time for you 


| to act and redeem your pledge. 


money for the purpose of paying for slaves. You || 


have an objection on that score; you do not com- 

mit yourself to that policy. Do as you promised | 
to do; meet the people; when they have relied 

upon your integrity, let not their expectations be | 
disappointed. Sir, you have promised this by 
overwhelming majorities. ‘Turn your back upon 
that people in this moment, and, sir, I speak not 
of the consequences; I fear them. I do not desire 
that you shall say that you pay for slaves; and | 
let me tell you that there are hundreds, hundreds 
of men in the State of Missouri who, after you | 
shall have passed this bill, will never take one | 
dollar from you; but you will have broken down a 

rystem in the State, which you say is injurious to 

us. [Mr. Fessenpen. 


United States as to the State of Missouri that it 


| State in order to bring it about. 


Mr. President, | want to accomplish this pur- 
nose. I have not disguised it before my people. 
have met every character of opposition in my 
I grant the hon- 


| orable Senator from Massachusetts that if this 


| longs to you as much as to me. 
We have not broken it || 
down.] Itisof as much interest to you as it is to || 
me to do so; and itis of as much interest to the || 


should now be done; and, sir, if you do not carry || 


out the policy you have inaugurated, I believe that | 
you will find the day in this country when slavery | 
will be as strong as it ever was, if not stronger. 

Mr. FESSENDEN,. The Senator misunder- | 
stood my side remark. He made the remark that | 
we had broken down the system. 

Mr. HENDERSON. No, sir; I said it wasto | 
your interest to break it down; and mine, too. | 

Mr. FESSENDEN. The Senator is a little 
mistaken. He said ** you have broken down the | 
system.”’ 

Mr. HENDERSON. I did not intend to say so. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I say if it has been broken 
down, the responsibility for that is not with us, 
but with the rebels. 

Mr. HENDERSON. @ charge not the Gov- 
ernment of the United Stages with breaking it 
down, The Senator knows that although I have 
always been in opposition to the Republican party, 
I have never charged them, from the beginning of 
this rebellion, with an intention to interfere with 
slavery; but, sir, let me advise—no, not advise— | 
let me kindly suggest to the Senator from Massa- | 
chusetts not to include the State of Delaware, not | 
to include the State of Maryland, or West Vir- 
ginia, or any other State, in a proposition of this 
kind, until that State shall ask it at your hands. 
it will be time enough to give your money when 
they ask it. My State hasrelied upon the integ- 
rity of this body and of the House of Represent- 
atives, and, trusting upon that integrity, they have 
thrown themselves into an exciung canvass in 
Missouri, and those who favor this policy have 
come out victorious in that canvass, and now they 
present the result to you and —ee to make an 
appropriation of $25,000,000, and then they say 
they will rid the State of this incubus on you as 
well as upon us, 

Sir, although many of its citizens have gone | 
into the rebellion, my State has never yet flinched 
in the discharge of its duty. When the State au- 
thorities became corrupt, and when they lost their 
recollection of patriotism, we drove them from the | 
Sute, took possession of the State government, | 
filled their places with loyal men, and we have | 
never yet failed in the discharge of our duties. 





| 


thing shall be done, the State itself will be the re- 
cipient of many of its advantages. I grant that it 
will spring, as it were, a phoenix from its ashes, 
and will rise again to wealth and prosperity that 
we can neverenjoy under the institution ofslavery. 
I admit it all; but as we spring up in gigantic pro- 


|| portions, do we not come up as a member of this 


Confederacy? Do we not bring all our wealth, all 
our greatness, all our riches, to the Union of the 
States? Itis a part of your own heritage; it be- 
You have an 
interestin Missouri equally with your own States. 
Then, I ask, why can it not be felt by every Sen- 
ator on this floor that Missouri is a part and par- 
cel of this country, and that whatever results to 
the benefit of Missouri will result in an equal ben- 
efit to the Union of the States? 

Mr. President, let me express one other idea, 
and I shall leave this question. If anything is to 
be done on this subject, do it well. If anything 
is to be done, do it so that we can accomplish the 
emancipation of the slaves. 

“Tf it were done, when ’tis done, then *twere well 

It were done quickly.” 

Let it be now done; let it be well done. Sir, if 
I had a million of slaves, not one dollar of your 
money would I ever touch under any circumy 
stances. You blame many of us for being slave- 
holders. If we were not slaveholders, we would 
have to separate ourselves from an inheritance, 
and place that inheritance upon a cotton planta- 
tion inthe South. Our constitutions are frequently 
in the way of emancipation. We cannot eman- 
cipate. The man who, ina slaveholding State, 
turns loose hisslave, makes hima pauper in ninety- 
nine cases out of a hundred in the community in 
which he lives, and draws upon himself the ill- 
willof his neighbors. Youdare notdoit. That 
is the condition of thousands of men who would 
otherwise liberate and emancipate if they possi- 
bly could. Sir, if this money were received to- 
day, by hundreds of the citizens of Missouri it 
would be turned over to the negro himself to im- 
ere his condition, so that morally and religiously 
1e might become better than he was, and become 
fitted to take his place among men, and improve 
his condition even more in the future. 

Mr. President, do not misunderstand me. Itis 
from no avaricious feeling that I desire this sum 
increased; for the moment the condition of Mis- 
souri becomes such that we can liberate, hun- 
dreds and thousands of us will emancipate with- 
out taking a dollar of it. But, sir, you see how 
we are situated. You havealready expended sev- 
enty-five or one hundred million Shee in the 
State of Missouri in putting down the rebellion; 
and, if you do not agree to some such proposition 
as this, you may expend a hundred millions more, 
and blood will stain every dollar of it; you perhaps 
bring back the rebels. You may leave me to be a 





refugee from my home, and leave me fearful to re- 
main in my own town; you will leave in the same 


condition thousands of loyal people whom the 
Government ought to protect. A few million dol- 
lars now will protect us for all time to come, wil] 
make usall happy and quiet in one of the greates, 
States of the Union; aad hereafter, as I have said, 
that State will repay it, yea, tenfold. 

Let not this opportunity be rejected. Our consti- 
tution isin the way. We have now a Legislature 
in favor of it, after trials greater perhaps than any 
people ever suffered in order to attain it; and when 
this Legislature adjourns, we know not what the 
future may bring forth. I donot. I confess to 
the Senate that whilst we have a Legislature in 
favor of emancipation, | want tostrike; I want to 
do the work; and I can tell my colleague that that 
is my object, and he can understand me. I want 
the present Legislature to do it. Every man who 
wants to make slavery a power in that State, every 
man who sympathizes with this rebellion, every 
man who from the beginning of this difficulty has 
been ready to unfold the confederate flag upon the 
soil of my State, is to-day opposed to the present 
Legislature acting on this subject. Why? Ido 
not know what may be the opinions of Senators; 
but are they not aware that every man in the 
slaveholding States of this Union who sympa- 
thizes in the least with rebellion, believes within 
his heart that the day is fast approaching when 
there will be an everlasting dissolution between 
the slaveholding and non-slaveholding States of 
this Union? Sir,do you not know that that is the 
fight the Union men of these slaveholding States 
have to make? Justat the moment we are fighting 
this battle, the question of slavery being at the 
bottom of it, a party has risen up in the northern 
States which, making this its platform, may soon 
shatter down the fabric you have erected. I do 
not want that to occur. Whatever the future may 
bring, I, for one, am in favor of the Union. I do 
not want ** to leave New England out in the cold;”’ 
I want to have New England remain as part and 
parcel of this great country, as essential to its 
unity, to its greatness, and to the happiness of the 

»eople as my own State of Missouri. | wanttolock 
Snoie with New England, with the great North- 
west, and with New York and Pennsylvania, the 

reat central States of the Union, and stand hrm 
or the Constitution and the Union until rebellion 
shall exhaust itself, and finally the States return 
like the prodigal son after their long wanderings. 

Now, sir, something may bedone. I say letit 
be done. The State has asked this aid; you have 
promised it. But suppose pe do not give it, and 
turn us off; what will be the effect of un? I have 
never faltered in my advocacy of this work. You 
may defeat this measure, and yet I am for eman- 
cipation; but I cannot carry it. I may be de- 
feated, overwhelmed, and made an exile from the 
State; but, sir, if it is done, rebellion dies instan- 
taneously; we are done with this war in Missouri. 
The rebels will then no longer desire to obtain pos- 
session of Missouri. There will be nothing in com- 
mon between them and Missouri. These monthly 
inroads into my State, driving loyal men from 
their houses and homes, will cease, and cease for- 
ever, AsI have said, you have already expended 
perhaps $100,000,000 in my State. Expend the 
sum named in this bill for this purpose, and, in my 
honest judgment, your expenditures are over in 
Missouri. It is the cheapest, best way to accom- 
plish this thing. If you appropriate $10,000,000, 
the Legislature will turn it back; they cannoteman- 
cipate under the constitution without compensa- 
tion; and if you submit it back, with the alleged bad 
faith of Congress—do not understand me as charg- 
ing it, butit will be charged—and with the powerful 
influence brought to bear against me and others, we 
might as well yield before the battle commences; 
the victory is won over us; we are defeated, pros- 
trated, and, as | say, exiled from confidence. 

I want this work commenced. If you will vote 
an appropriation of%$20,000,000 for immediate 
emancipation, or $10,000,000 for gradual emanci- 
pation, leaving it until 1880 or 1885, we can in- 
augurate the work; and if one step is made in 
advance, we will never step back. The Senator 
from Massachusetts is woefully mistaken when he 
seems to think the only way to accomplish it Is 
to accomplish it ina moment. If we can make 
one step in advance, if we can just pass an act 
which is constitutional—and I know I can prepare 
one that will be—then the work is all over. 

Mr. President, | have less prejudice against the 
institution of slavery than the gentlemen around 
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me. I do not believe that this is specially a slave- 


under which it was gotten up. There are hun- 
dreds of thousands of loyal slaveholders in the 


TT 
1] 
holders’ rebellion, though slavery was the pretext | 


} 


| 
| 


southern States. They had their prejudices against | 


the North. I am aware of that. 
prejudices; and, unfortunately, we have suffered 
those prejudices to become the foundation of par- 
ties in this country, sectional parties; and being 


We all have our | 


engendered and carried on from year to year, this | 
institution of slavery being used to fan the flame, | 


it has gone on until our country is almost entirely 
ingulfed. 


» : : ait 
Sir, if rebel hopes are to be gratified, if this | 


Union is to be dissolved—and unless you are soon 


victorious in the field, it will be—I do not want | 


Missouri to go with the southern confederacy. I 
would rather sacrifice the value of every slave, the 
value of every acre of land, everything that is of 
an earthly character upon its soil, than to be 
dragged into the hated confederacy of this south- 
ern republic. ig ti 
have opposed it from the beginning. They have 
carried on the war in a manner notin accordance 
with the civilization of the age. 
falsehood and wrong. It is intended to be admin- 
istered in a spirit of aggression and wrong upon its 
neighbors, and those neighbors will indieds our- 


Itis based upon | 


selves. After their acknowledgment and recogni- | 
tion, there is nothing they can do that they will | 


not do in otder to break down our commerce, in 
order to harass our people; and in all future time 
they will be a dangerous neighborhood upon our 
borders. I care not how you make the division 
line; we, in Missouri, no matter whether we go 
with the South or the North, are upon the bor- 
der, and we are subject to all the incursions of a 
border war. I do not want a division under any 
circumstances. I desire, if | can, to adopt some 
course of policy to bring back those States, to re- 
unite us; to have the Mississippi river from the 
lakes to the Gulf of Mexico under the same flag, 
under the old flag of our’ fathers, the stars and 
stripes, which have given us in past time all the 


prosperity and all the happiness we could desire, | 


and which in the future will do likewise. 
But, sir, if that division is forced upon us, I 
want nothing to do with that southern republic; 


and this is the turning point to-day. Realize it; | 


feel it; actuponit. If you reject this proposition, 
and division comes, | cannot promise what will 
be the result in Missouri; and I say so because 
I know that slavery has been made the pretext 
everywhere; even in your own town in Maine, in 
Michigan, Connecticut, Rhode Island, and every- 
where else, itis to-day made the pretext for break- 
ing down the Administration who has in charge 
the conduct of the war, and when that is broken 
down, the Government falls with it. That is the 
whole of it. Sir, the future is not bright. I do 
not like it. A change in the system of affairs, 
or a change in the conduct of the war; a change 
thrown upon us by kind fortune; a change induced 
by something must soon take place, or the Union, 
hallowed by all the past, will be gone, and gone 
forever. Then, sir, it becomes a question onl 
as to what shall be retained in the old Union. I, 
for one, whoever goes out of it, desire to cast my 
lot with it. I shall never consent to be separated 
from it; and if my State should go out, I should 
be compelled to leave it, abandoning all behind 
me, and seek the flag of my fathers. [Applause 
in the galleries. ] 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Lane, of 
Kansas, in the chair.) Order in the gallery. 
Mr. HENDERSON. Mr. President, I have 
said all that | desire to say on this question. I 
hope that Senators will withdraw their opposi- 
tion and let this bill pass. Let it be adopted in 
some shape, leaving to the Legislature of my 
State—as loyal a body as ever can be convened 
upon her soil—to the settlement of the details, Do 
nothing yourseles except putting it in her power 
to accomplish the work. When that is done, it 
is all over; we are safe; I shall breathe much 
more freely; and I shall have hopes for the Union 
that I did not have before. In my imagination I 
shall see the black cloud of war roll back from 
my State; I shall see the blood which, for the last 
two years, has crimsoned the prairie fields of my 
State, dried up; I shall see peace once more bless 
that distracted State. Sir, let that work be done, 
and I sincerely believe that they whoaided in it will 
be blessed in all time to come. 





| 


| 


|| people of the United States to afford aid for this | 
I want nothing to do with it. I || 





| deprecate it upon a mere matter of business. 
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Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, the Sen- 
ator from Missouri has made a very eloquent ap- 
peal to the Senate, and has touched upon a great | 
many topics that are entirely foreign to the bill 
itself, in my judgment. I believe, however, he 
has not attempted to answer a single argument | 
that wasadduced to show that the bill of the House | 
was better than the bill of the Senate. It has been | 
a mere appeal to the good feeling of the Senate | 
with reference to the State of Missouri, and a gen? | 
eral course of remark upon the conduct of the war | 
and the importance of preserving the Union. Well, 
sir, we hear that every day, in this Chamber and 
out of it. Itis very good everywhere; but I do | 


There are two points that the Senator dwelt | 
upon: one was the faith of Congress. As I re- | 
marked before, that resolution speaks for itself. 
It never pledged the faith of Congress. It ex- 
pressed the opinion that it was the duty of the |) 
purpose. Thatis as faras it went. Can the Sen- || 
ator make any more of it? He has not attempted 
to show that I was not right in that particular. 

But, sir, | waived that point, and so did the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts. It so happens that there 
is no Senator who has spoken on this subject to- 
day who has not expressed his wish to vote for 
a bill to pay whatever might be necessary to ac- 
complish this purpose—not one. Whence, then, 
comes the necessity for this speech? Whence this 
constant reiteration of the faith of Congress, and | 
an appeal to us to keep our pledge? The idea the | 
Senator seems to entertain ts, that whether Con- | 
gress keeps its faith or not depends upon whether | 
itis satisfied to appropriate the money that his | 
colleague asked for or to appropriate the money 
that he asks for. That we are ready to appropri- 
ate a given amount of money to accomplish this || 
purpose nobody has denied on this floor. That | 
we are ready to keep any faith that might be even | 
presumed on the strength of the resolution that | 
was passed through both Houses of Congress, | 
nobody on this floor has undertaken to deny. The } 

| 


simple question is, whether we shall appropriate 
ten or twenty million dollars, and, having decided 
how much we shall appropriate, whether we shall | 
insist that it is to accomplish the purpose, or is 
merely to be thrown into the ocean without our 
knowing whether it accomplishes the purpose or | 
not. ‘Those are the two questions upon which I | 
have a perfect right to insist, and upon which it, | 
is ny duty, as a representative of the people, to 
insist; that is to say, if we take money out of the 
Treasury to accomplish a purpose, that we shall | 
take only so much as is needed; and that we shall 
see that there are reasonable safeguards that when 
we have taken it from the Treasury it is to be ap- | 
propriated to that purpose and not to another. Is 
there any breach of faith in that? 
Mr. HENDERSON. I am satisfied the Sen- | 
ator did not hear me. | 
Mr. FESSENDEN. I heard every word you | 
said, and listened most intently. 
Mr. HENDERSON, [did not finish the sen- | 
tence. I am satisfied the Senator did not hear me | 
when I took up this subject a few days ago, and | 
discussed this whole question in regard tothe num- | 
ber of slaves in Missouri, and the constitutional || 
restriction on our legislation. I will state to the 
Senator that I saw this morning an article in the || 
St. Louis Democrat admitting that the report of 
the auditor of the State discloses the fact, which it || 
did not believe before, that there are near one hun- 
dred thousand slaves in Missouri. My colleague 
wentupon the supposition that there were not over 
twenty-five or thirty thousand slaves in Missouri. | 
He lives in the southeast part of the State, where 
Jeff. Thompson stole most of the negroes in the || 
early part of the war. He was not out of south- 
east Missouri during the last canvass, and hc sup- 
posed the loss of property everywhere else was | 
equal to that in southeast Missouri. He wasen- | 
gaged in the service in the interim, but was not || 
out of the southeast at all. The auditor’s report || 
recently published, discloses the fact that thirty- ] 


| 
| 





five counties give us thirty-eight thousand slaves, | 
valued at $9,000,000; and I will remark that our 
valuation is never over one half the real value even 

as disclosed by the census of 1860. I have the 
auditor’s report on my desk; but the largest slave- i 
holding counties of the State are left out. It is || 
now admitted on all hands that there are not less || 
than one hundred thousand slaves in the State, |! 











| we may be enabled, by the issue ofour own 


| issuing ofour own bonds. 


; some scheme. 


| only reason for the change. 
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valued at $28,000,000. Our bonds are now selling 
at sixty-two cents, I beligres they were selling at 
about fifty. Under the idea that we are going to 


| emancipate, I believe they have risen in value, I 


hope they will rise more. 


If they do, I hope that 

an 
to raise the five or ten million dollars that will 
be necessary to emarcipate even under the present 
bill. Twenty million dollars will not pay for the 
slaves in Missouri. The Legislature, by a two- 
third vote of both branches, have said to Congress 


_ they cannot emancipate for less than $25,000,000. 


I ask $20,000,000. Then | eXpect to provide the 
sum that remains in order to emancipate, by the 
I know that this is not 
money enough; it will not pay for emancipation; 
but I have consulted the feeling of Senators, and 
I thought they were unwilling to go beyond 
$20,000,000. 

If a majority of the people want to adopt grad- 
ual emancipation, several Senators have said to 
me, ** we will not vote over ten millions of dol- 


| lars if you adopt a gradual system;’’ so I am sat- 


isfied that that feeling prevails here extensively 


|| that I cannot get more than that sum for gradual 
| emancipation. 


If that system be adopted, I say 
that $10,000,000 will not be more than sufficient 


| to pay one half of the value of the slaves, unless 


you extend the time to 1890, or somewhere along 
there; because all the living slaves will have to be 
paid for before emancipation; and | am sure the 
$10,000,000 will not pay for them, even under any 
gradual system of short duration which you may 
adopt. 1 sincerely hope, sir, that Senators will 
understand my position. I know it is not suffi- 


|| cient to pay for the slaves in Missouri, and I ask 
| for this sum only as an aid to the State. [tis only 
| an assistance to the State. 


Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, I was pro- 
ceeding to remark upon the speech of the Senator 
as he made it; and the cbjections that | took, very 


| clearly stated, I believe, or as clearly as | wasable 
| to state them. 


In the first place, 1 want to have 
some assurance that it will effect the purpose; and 


| Linquired, and I inquire now of the Senator,why 


is the phraseology of the bill, as it passed the 
House, changed? Ifthe Senator can draw a bill 


which will, if passed by this Legislature within its 
| constitutional powers, emancipate the slaves, why 


object to the phraseology of the bifi as it passed 
the House of ana ae in the first place? 


Mr. HENDERSON. Right at that point I will 


| state to the Senator that that alteration was made 
| on my suggestion, 


I did not know at the time 
whether the Legislature of Missouri would be 
willing to accept what you might grant; because 


|| I did not know what ne would grant; and the 


words of the bill are so framed, that no matter what 
you may appropriate, we may avail ourselves of 
the benefit of it, and emancipate by the Legisla- 
ture, or, if the Legislature cannot pay a full equiv- 
alent out of what they may raise themselves, 
added to your appropriation, then the idea is to 
call a convention immediately. If we cannot do 
it by the Legislature on your appropriation, we 
shall have to trust ourselves to a convention. 
There is a convention which was called in the 


| spring of 1861, now unadjourned, in the State of 


Missouri. If the Legislature should pass a joint 


|| resolution requiring or requesting that convention 


to meet, the probability is that the convention 
would meet, and we might in that convention, 
which has supreme control over the matter, adopt 
We have so framed this propo- 
sition, that it may be a law of the Legislature or 


| an ordinance of the convention, or any other pro- 


That is the 
If the Senator de- 
sires to insert in this bill, as reported, that it shall 
be **a constitutional act, ordinance, or other pro- 


vision we may be enabled to adopt. 


| vision,’’ | have no objection whatever to it. But 


let me say to the Senator, that if a provision shail 
be adopted in Missouri, we will make it const- 
tutional; there will be no question about accom- 
plishing it. If the Senator wants to accomplish 
the purpose, let him vote the appropriation, and 
the other will come as a matter of course. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President, | am very 
glad that the Senator is willing thatthe law, what- 
ever it may be, that is to be passed by the Legis- 
lature of Missouri, shall be a law that will effect 
the purpose. If the phraseology of the bill should 
be so amended, that will meet one of my difficul- 
ties and one of my objections; because, as | said 
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before, no amount of eloquence will prevail upon | 


me to abandon the maiy point; and that is, to #ze 
that the object isto be accomplished. 
Mr. HENDERSON. There was no eloquence. 
Mr. FESSENDEN. My friend was very elo- 
quent, and if | were not of rather a hard nature, 
and steeled against the effect of sweet sounds, per- 
haps he would have carried my vote by the speech 


especially in these times, when we are obliged to || 
count every dollar that we take out of the Treas- | 
ury, if we are to take it by millions itis worth while || 


to wait and see whether we are to do any good 
with it after we have made the appropriation; and 
it was with reference to that that [ raised the point 
lL stated. Then what objection has the Senator 
to the other provision in the House bill limiting 
it to a certain description of people? I do not 
know whiether that is in the amerdment or not. 

Mr. HENDERSON. Itis. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. If the amendment covers 
the some ground, itis sufficient. Whether it does 
or not, I do not know. 

But, sir, one of my difficulties on this subject 
has been this: | do not believe that when we agree 
to aid the State of Missouri to emancipate her 
slave population, we agree, or that good faith re- 
quires us, to legislate and appropriate whatever 
amount Missouri fixes as the amountof that aid. 
There is no such thing to be inferred from the 
proposition itself, 

Mr. HENDERSON. 
asked for more than the sum named here. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I know the Legislature 
have asked for more. I will not say that it was 


| 

} 

| : 

he made. But in these matters of legislation, and || 


The Legislature has | 


| 
| 
| 
| 


|; member of the Judiciary Committee who con- 


| the assaults of the Senator from Massachusetts | 


|| object. ‘That was the ground upon which they | | 
/acted. The Senator from Maine seems to assume out old ones in order to do this thing. I said 
| that beeause a bill has passed the House of Rep- 


| 


not proper for the Legislature of Missouri to say || 
how much they would emancipate for; but | will || 


gay it is not conclusive tomy own mind. I take 
no exception to 1; but it is very natural that the 
people of Missouri, at the present time, should 
desire to get as much as they can,in order to ac- 
ecomplish this purpose. e have no control of 
the amount of money after it is once fixed. My 
difficulty is that we are called to act somewhat in 
the dark on the subject. 

The Senator says there are one hundred thou- 
sand siaves in Missouri. How many of them 
belong to rebels, to men who have taken part in 
this rebellion? He cannot tell. How many of 


them are old men, or old women, or children? || through the Congress of the United States? How 


Can the Senator tell me? He cannot even tell 
that. ‘There is this gross number in the State of 


Missouri, in his judgment, and I dare say his judg- | 


ment may be correct; yet we are deprived of all 
knowledge as to how much they — be worth on 


an average; and we have no knowledge how many |) 


| 


| souri in this particular. | say we have done it in 


| 


1 








sents here, and which has done itself great honor | of the United States as it exists; and when we 
by electing him a member of this body. They |, say that the United States ought to doa thing, we 
have decided so well in one case that their opin- || mean the United States now existing, and not 
ion would be very likely to have a great deal of |, some United States that shall be hereafter formed, 
weight in other things; but in these money mat- || Mr.FESSENDEN. Thatis the Senator’s idea; 
ters, | apprehend, their judgment can hardly be || not mine. 
so good as it was in the case of the election of the || Mr. TRUMBULL. That is my idea. His 
honorable Senator. I think we must settle this || idea is that it means some other United States, | 
matter for ourselves, without reference to the || suppose. 
strong opinion and the strong feeling of my friend r. FESSENDEN. Not at all. 
from Missouri. Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, it means that the 
Mr. TRUMBULL. I was in hopes that some | Constitution must be changed before you can do 
| that which the United States has said you, as the 
curred in the report which was made by the Com- || Constitution now exists, ought to do. 
mittee, in all its features, would have replied to || Mr. FESSENDEN. Mr. President 
Mr. TRUMBULL. Let me follow this thing 


"ihe. FESSENDEN. The Senator will excuse 
me. He has a mode in arguing here—I do not 
know where he got it, but it is invariable with 
him—of taking his own notions and putting them 
into the mouths of other people, and swearing 
they said them. Now, I said no such thing. I 
repeat what I said then. The United States need 
not be changed and admit new members or turn 








. | 
and the Senator from Maine upon the substitute. | 


I concurred in reporting it to the Senate, and re- | 
ported it as the organ of that committee, although 
some features of it did not meet my views as an 
individual member of the committee. I was not 
in favor of increasing the amount to $20,000,000; 
but a majority of the committee were, because they 
believed that a less sum would not accomplish the | 


u 


|| nothing of that sort,and intimated nothing of that 
resentatives appropriating the sum of $10,000,000; || sort. I said precisely, or repeated precisely, what 
that was enough, and that we were urging upon | I said before; and that was, that that resolution 
Missouri more than was necessary to accomplish || did not necessarily imply that Congress ought to 
the object. The object is a great one—so great || do it; because itdid not say ** Congress;”’ it said 


that I, for one, would not stand about a few mil- || ** the United States;’’ and if Congress had not the 


lion dollars one way or the other, if it could be || power the United States could give them the 
/accomplished. 1 consider that this Government || power; because they could amend the Constitu- 


is committed to the policy. 1 do not covcur in || tion, That is what I said. 
what the Senator from Maine has said as to our Mr. TRUMBULL. Well, Mr. President, I 
not having pledged our faith to the State of Mis- || say it did necessarily imply that Congress would 
i do it, and nobody else. 

Mr. FESSENDEN. That is your say-so. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. That is my opinion of it, 
and the repetition by the Senator from Maine of 
what his opinion was several years ago will not 
alter it. Sir, the United States cannot change the 
Constitution, ‘That is done through the people; 
and, according to my understanding of it, this is 
a pledge on the part of Congress that it will grant 
this aid; because by the Constitution there 1s no 
other possible mode by which the United States 
ean furnish pecuniary aid for any object except 
in pursuance of appropriations made by law, and 


the most solemn manner in which it was possible 
for us todoit. The language of the resolution is 
not ** the people of the United States;’’ but the lan- 
guage of the resolution is: 

“That the United States ought to cotiperate with any 
State which may adopt the gradual abolishment of slavery, 
giving to such State pecuniary aid to be used by such State 


in its discretion to compensate for the inconvenience, public 
and private, produced by such change of system.” 


_ Now, sir, what is the United States? How is 
it represented? How is aid to be given except 


| does the United States speak except through the || that law must be passed by the Congress of the 


’ 
1 


of them may be owned by rebels and liable to con- || 


fiscation; and yet we are called upon to appro- 
priate a gross sum of mouey. If you allow all 
the people who come into the State hereafter and 
bring their slaves with them to claim compensa- 
tion for them, if they are not rebels, up to the 
time when emancipation takes place, and we leave 
it to be decided by a commission, do we not know, 
has it not always been the case since the world 
began, that when money is appropriated the whole 
amount appropriated is always taken up? When 
an amount is appropriated, there is an end of it; 
goes out of the Treasury. 

Then it is not for me to say whether the Legis- 
lature of Missouri ought to have what they ask 
for; whether the Senator from Missouri ought to 
have what he asks for or not. My opinion was 
predicated upon the action of the House, and upon 
the action of his own colleague with reference to 
it; and [ could not see why we should vary from 
that because the Legislature had chosen to ask for 
more. 

I will say, in all good faith, that I am anxious 
to accomplish this purpose. I am anxious to do 
everything | can to bring about a result so desira- 
ble within my power to legislate under the Con- 
stitution, and with proper reference to the finances 
and the situation and the policy of the country. I 
think the people of the State of Missouri ought 
to do something towards this thing. We ought 
not to be called upon to do the whole; but we do 
net know, when we appropriate this amount of 
money, whether we are doing the whole or not. 
We have the judgment of my friend on the sub- 
ject; and his judgment is unusually good on most 
subjects; but it is quite natural, in reference to this 
particular subject, that his opinions -_ be col- 
ered by the opinione of the Legislature he repre- 








| give this aid as if the resolution had said, ** the 


| did make, the statement which he has repeated to 


Government as organized by the Constitution of || United States. So much, then, for the assumption, 
the United States? Why, sir, it is justas oblig- ll as L think it is, that there has been no promise 
atory upon the Congress of the United States to || made to the people of the State of Missouri that 
| pecuniary aid should be furnished them. 

But, sir, let us look a little further at this con- 
struction. The Senator from Maine says he did 
| not mean to promise that there was constitutional 
authority to give this aid, but all he meant was 
that the United States ought to do it, and that the 
Constitution might be changed for that purpose if 
it was necessary. Sir, how can you change it? 
| What is the mode provided for changing the Con- 
| stitution of the United States? Is thereany mode 

rovided by which, during this rebellion, it may 
. changed? Has the United States any author- 
ity in enough of the States of this Union to obtain 


United States through the Congress of the United 
States ought to codperate.”’ Is there any other 

ossible mode under the sun by which the United 
States can cooperate in furnishing pecuniary aid 
except through Congress? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TRUMBULL. How? 

Mr. FESSENDEN. I willtell you. If Con- 
gress has not the constitutional power, the people 
of the United States or the United States may 
change it and give them the power. | wish to say 
with reference to that matter that at the time we 
were acting upon the bill abolishing slavery in the || the expression of their opinion as to whether they 
District of Columbia, I think it was, I presented || would consent to a change or not? Did the Sen- 
that very morning some resolutions from the State |) ator from Maine mean to say by this resolution 
of Maine upon that subject, and upon the subject | to the people of the border States, ** Congress 
on which we are now speaking. | stated at the || ought to furnish you pecuniary aid, but there is 
time that the resolution was very carefully worded. || no fo under the Constitution to do it, and we 
Itdid not say that Congress ought to do it; it || will neverdo it until the Constitution is changed?” 
said that the United States ought to do it; and I || Why, sir, thatis notthe way this resolution reads, 
remarked then that if Congress had not the power, || nor is it the legitimate and proper meaning of the 
the people could give them the power; and in that || resolution. 
view | was willing to act under that resolution and Then I repeat that in my judgment there 1s an 

8s it. obligation upon Congress to stand by the pledge it 

Mr. TRUMBULL. Mr. President, the Sen- has given; and further, | believe it to be politic. I 
ator from Maine may have made, and very likely || regard itas of the highest importance, as-has been 
eloquently said by the Senator from Missour', 
the Senate. That does not alter the language of || that we should now take the steps to make Mis- 
the resolution. The law must speak for itself. || souria free State. What he has said as to the 
It will not do to say that when the United States, || greatness of that State isnotexaggerated. It lies 
speaking through its constituted authorities, says || in the heart of the continent. It is in the way of 
that the United States means to do and ought to || the great Poute that shall cross the continent. It 
do a particular thing, it simply meant that when || lies chiefly between the free States of Illinois and 
the United States Government was remodeled and || Kansas, running up into the free States. It 's 
a new Constitution adopted, and a new form of || important in every aspect that we should have 
Government established, that then it ought todo || Missouri as a free Suate, whether the Union ts © 
it. Sir, it would not be the United States. The || be restored, or whether it is to be dissolved ane 
term * United States,” as used here, means the || divided; in any event I say it is important. 
United States as organized under the Conatitution Sir, in order to retain Misseuri in the Union, 
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